1920

laws relating to the merchant marine,
and for other purposes.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

1450. Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, a
letter from the Archivist of the United
States, transmitting a report on a list of
papers, No. D42-257, recommended to
him for disposition by the Department
of War, was taken from the Speaker’s
table and referred to the Committee on
the Disposition of Executive Papers.

ADVERSE REPORTS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII,

Mr. BLOOM: Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs, House Resolution 446. Resolution re=-
questing certain information from the Secre-
tary of State (Rept. No. 1851). Laid on the
table,

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr BENNETT:

H.R.6716. A bill to change the name of
the Table Rock Dam to the John T. Wood-
ruff Dam; to the Committee on Flood Con-
trol.

By Mr. REES of Eansas:

H.R.6717. A bill to provide for the expedl-
tious naturalization of former citizens of the
United States who have lost United States
citizenship through service with the allied
forces of the United States during the first
or second World War; to the Committee on
Immigration and Naturalization.

H.R.6718. A bill to expedite the natural-
ization of persons whe are not citizens, who
have served or who hereafter serve honorably
in the military or naval forces of the United
Btates during the present war; to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr WICKERSHAM:

H.R. 6719. A bill to provide that during the
existing emergency deductlons shall not be
made from insurance benefits payable to any
person under title 11 of the Boclal Security
Act by reason of such person rendering serv-
ice for wages; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. VINSON of Georgia:

H.R.6720. A bill to provide for payment
and settlement of mileage accounts of officers
and travel allowance of enlisted men of the
Navy, Marine Corps, and Coast Guard; to the
Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. COLLINS:

H. J. Res. 286. Joint resolution to create a
commission to be known as the Alaska Road
Commission; to the Committee on Roads.

H. J. Res. 287. Joint resolution to create a
commission to be known as the Panama Road
Commission; to the Committee on Roads.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

.

By Mr. CARTER:
H.R.6721. A bill for the relief of Mildred
G. Gordon; to the Committee on Claims.
By Mr. MCGEHEE:
H.R. 6722. A bill for the relief of the First
National Bank of Huntsville, Tex.; to the
Committee on Claims.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions
and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk
and referred as follows:

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO,

2512. By Mr. LANE: Petition of the City
Council of Revere, Mass,, opposing proposed
tax on State and munlicipal bond issues; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

2513. By Mr. LUDLOW: Petition of Dr.
SBtephen Pencheff, of Indianapolis, Ind., in
behalf of drugless physicians; to the Com-
mittee cn Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

2514. By Mr. ROLPH: Resolution of the
Fresno County Chamber of Commerce, in re-
lation to the Japanese and alien enemy situ-
ation on the Pacific coast; to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

2515. By Mr. TENEROWICZ: Resolution of

J representatives of 31 of the 43 Michigan col-

leges and universities in which National
Youth Administration college work programs
are sponsored, urging that the National
Youth Administration student work program
be continued, etc.; to the committee on Ways
and Means.
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The House met at 12 o’clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Mont-
gomery, D, D. offered the following
prayer:

O Thou who dost satisfy our under-
standing, our conscience, and our hearts,
in Thy holy name we pray. Thy canon
of life, of idealism, and of hope is in-
spired from the very center of the high-
est realm. Dear Lord God, while the
world gives its peace to reward toil and
to exhausted energy, Thou givest peace
to prepare and to arouse us from repose,
to make the yoke easy and the burden
light. Oh, let Thy spirit move on the
face of the waters for when fast falls the
evening tide, when the darkness deepens,
then will the gods of war flee away.

Almighty God, these are the days of
high tides; the surf is heavy, the toll is
great, the storm is wild and fierce, and at
times we are mocked by the vanishing
vision of the rainbow. O Lord, let us
feel the pressure of Thy hand as we hail
Thy voice as the breath of the Almighty,
calling for judgment and dominion over
the destitution of earth, and prevailing
over the wretchedness of man. Heavenly
Father, when fears are all torn away and
our souls beat a path through the tides,
we shall stand gazing and rejoicing in
speechless wonder before Him who adds
forgiveness amid the desolate wastes of
human life. In His holy name. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yes-
terday was read and approved.

HON. JOSEPH J. MANSFIELD

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro-
ceed for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Wash-
ington?

There was no objection.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, yesterday noon when the House
convened I was having lunch in the
House restaurant with Dr. Paul J. Raver,
Administrator of the Bonneville project,
and discussing with him pending legisla-
tion relating thereto. If I had been pres-
ent on the floor of the House, I would
certainly have also expressed my tribute
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to our distinguished colleague from
Texas, Judge MANSFIELD.

I have served as a member of the Com-
mittee on Rivers and Harbors during the
past 9 years, while Judge MaNsFIELD has
been committee chairman. He is one of
the most kindly, courteous, considerate,
patient, and fair-minded men I have ever
met. Judge MANSFIELD possesses @
knowledge of our waterways and rivers
and harbors, which is probably not
equaled by any other person in the Na-
tion. Furthermore, as I have pointed
out on previous occasions in past years,
there is no class or type of Federal proj-
ects which are subjected to such thor-
ough and far-reaching serutiny, study,
and investigation as river and harbor
projects. Of all Government projects,
they should be the last and deserve the
least to be stigmatized as “pork.” The
personal attack on Judge MANSFIELD is
simply another demonstration of the ig-
norance and viciousness of a venal press.
Judge MansrIELD is a great and good
American, loved and revered by all who
have the privilege of knowing him, and I
am proud to count him as my friend.

[Here the gavel fell.]

QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE

Mr, DIES. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a
question of personal privilege.

There appeared in the Washington
Star and other newspapers of the coun-
try a statement by the gentleman from
Massachusetts, Representative THoMas H.
Ervtor, and I will read the statement:

Representative THomas H. Evtor, of Massa-
chusetts, hurled a direct lie charge at Con-
gressman MarTIN Dies, Democrat, of Texas,
today, asserting that the Texan had not been
asked by the administration to withhold his
report on Japanese fifth-column activities,
but had, on the contrary, twice been asked to
give information and had twice refused.
“When Mr. Dies says in his report issued yes-
terday that he wanted to make it public last
September and that the administration pre-
vented him, I issue the direct lie charge,”
Evior declared In a bristling speech to the
Massachusetts State Congress of Industrial
Organizations convention. *“I have received a
letter from Attorney General Biddle saying
thera was never any attempt or suggestion
that the Dies committee was not permitted to
report the facts last September.”

Mr. Speaker, the definition of “lie” is
the uttering of a falsehood, knowing it to
be a falsehood, for the intention of de-
ceiving. I submit that is ground for per-
sonal privilege, and I ask recognition to
answer it.

The SPEARER. The gentleman from
Texas is recognized.

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan and Mr.
STARNES of Alabama rose.

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. Mr,
Speaker, I make the point of order there
is no quorum present.

The SPEAKER. Evidently there is no
quorum present.

Mr. GORE. Mr. Speaker, I move g call
of the House,

A call of the House was ordered.

The Clerk called the roll, when the
following Members failed to answer to
their names:

[Roll No. 32]
Arnold Baumhart Blackney
Barnes Beam Bolton
Bates, Mass, Bender Buckley, N. Y.



Byron Jarrett Rivers
Cartwright Jensen Robinson, Utah
Celler Johnson, Sacks

Cole, Md Lyndon B. Basscer
Copeland Kleberg Scanlon

Creal Kramer Schaefer, Tl
Curtis Lesinski Shannon
Ditter McEKeough Sheridan
Englebright MeLaughlin Smith, Pa.
Fish McMillan Sweeney
Fitzpatrick Maas Tolan
Flaherty Magnuson Voorhis, Calif.
Gearhart Mansfield Vreeland
Gifford Mott Walter
Halleck Mundt West
Hancock Nichols ‘White
Heffernan O'Day Worley
Houston Osmers ‘Wright

Izac Ploeser

The SPEAKER. On this roll call 367
Members have answered to their names,
a guorum.

Further proceedings, under the call,
were dispensed with.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from
Texas [Mr. Dies].

Mr. DIES. Mr. Speaker, for the bene-
fit of the Members who were not here
when I rose to a question of personal
privilege, I wish to again read a news-
paper article which appeared in the
Washington Star and in the press of the
country dated February 28:

Representative THoMas H. Erior, of Massa-
chusetts, hurled a direct lie charge at Con-
gressman MArTIN Dies, Democrat, of Texas,
today, asserting that the Texan had not been
asked by the administration to withhold his
report on Japanese fifth-column activities,
but had, on the contrary, twice been asked to
give information and had twice refused.

“When Mr. Dies says in his report issued
yesterday that he wanted to make it publie
last September and that the administration
prevented him, I issue a direct lie charge,”
Evior declared in bristling speech to the Mas-
sachusetts State Congress of Industrial Or-
ganizations convention. “I have received a
letter from Attorney General Biddle saying
there was never any attempt or suggestion
that the Dies committee was not permitted
to reveal the facts last September."

The gentleman from Massachusetts
came to me a few moments ago and de-
nies he used the word “lie” Does the
gentleman want to make a statement as
to that for the benefit of the House?

Mr. ELIOT of Massachusetts. Yes; I
thank the gentleman from Texas. Iread
a short statement, because I did not want
to be misquoted. I did certainly say that
the Attorney General had written to me
saying there was never any attempt or
suggestion that the Dies committee be
not permitted to reveal the facts last Sep-
tember. I did not use the word “lie.”

Mr, DIES. Now, Mr. Speaker, I pro-
pose to give the House of Representatives
all the facts in connection with this
matt-r, not because of the attack that
has been made upon me, and the re-
peated attacks, because every year for
4 years we have had the same character
of opposition from the same source.
Most of the arguments that are advanced
this year against the confinuation of
the Special Committee on Un-American
Activities have been advanced every year
when the question came before the
House.

Mr. STARNES of Alabama. Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield at that
point?

Mr, DIES. I yield.

Mr. STARNES of Alabama. What
was the group or the meeting that the
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Representative from Massachusetts ad-
dressed? ’

Mr. DIES. Massachusetts State C.1.O.
convention.

Mr. STARNES of Alabama. Is that
the same convention that during the
past week or this week, by unanimous
vote, adopted a resolution calling upon
the President of the United States to
free the draft dodger, Earle Browder,
who served a sentence in jail in the last
World War for refusing to serve in the
Army or for impeding the draft?

Mr. DIES. Yes; I have been so ad-
vised by the press, that is true.

Mr. ELIOT of Massachusetts. Was
that the same convention at which the
speaker preceding me was the Republi-
can Governor of Massachusetts, Leverett
Saltonstall, and where one of the other
scheduled speakers was a member of the
Dies committee, the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. CASEY|?

Mr. DIES. I am not familiar with
those facts, but if the gentleman says
they are correct, they are.

Mr, Speaker, my purpose in raising the
point of personal privilege is more in de-
fense of the dignity of the House of Rep-
resentatives than in my own personal
defense, because I have an abiding faith
that if the confidence of the American
people in the legislative body is under-
mined by slander and misrepresentation,
by untruthful statements that appear in
the press from time to time, it will be a
great blow to the cause of democracy, and
the preservation of our form of govern-
ment. To say the least, it is unfortunate
when any Member of the House sees fit
to resort to language of this character in
attacking another Member of the House.
I have served in this body for 11 years.
During that time I have come in contact
intimately with most of the Members of
this body. I have learned that there are
no more patriotic men in America than
the Representatives in the Congress,
from the Speaker, the floor leader, to
all of the Members on both sides of the
aisle. I think I can say, after a service
of 11 years, that there is no body in
America composed of more patriotic men
and women than this body. I have had
occasion to differ with gentlemen in this
House on political matters, but because I
differed with them, and because they df-
fered with me, would not justify me in
impugning their motives, or warrant me
to give expression to thoughts or views
that would bring in question their hon-
esty and their patriotism,

On August 18, 1941, I received a letter
from the Attorney General of the United
States. It will be recalled that in July,
beginning the 5th of July, 1 issued a
number of press releases warning the
people about the Japanese situation.
You will find some of these press releases
in a report which was unanimously
adopted by the Committee on Un-Ameri-
can Activities, dealing with Japanese
espionage activities in this country, and
in these press releases I told the Ameri-
can pecple that there was a Japanese
fifth column in this country, that it con-
stituted a serious menace to our Nation,
and that every effort should be made to
expose that fifth column.

I received this letter from the Attor-
ney General. Ifis dated August 13, 1941:
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OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL,
Washington, D. C., August 13, 1941,
Hon. MarTIN DIES,
House of Representatives,
Washington, D. C.

My Dear ConcressMaN: I want to call your
attention to certain statements which have
appeared in the press to the effect that an
elaborate sabotage plot was uncovered by
agents of your Special Committee on Un-
American Activities on the west coast. Ac-
cording to press statements, evidence of an
elaborate sabotage plot, under the direction
of Japanese agents and naval officers, was
uncovered by investigators of your commit-
tee

According to the press reports, your com-
mittee agents, over the last 3 months, had
conducted an “on the scene investigation™
and the evidence which they had developed
has been turned over to the Department of
Justice. The press report further relates,
“The Texas Representative said much of the
evidence on which his charges were based
had come from a former attaché of the Jap-
anese consulate in Hawail who attended se-
cret meetings of the sabotage ring at Termi-
nal Island, off Los Angeles, home of some
5,000 Japanese and site of a vast United
States gasoline depot. The evidence has been
turned over to the Justice Department for
prosecution of the ring's members; but, un-
less the Department acts promptly, I will
order public hearings so the American people
can get the facts.”

The records of this Department fail to dis-
close the receipt of any such evidence as
described by you. The conly Information
which has been received by this Department
or any bureau thereof was a letter from
Robert E. Stripling, chief investigator for
your committee, under date of July 29, 1841,
transmitting a telegram which had been re-
ceived from Messrs. Dunstan and Steedman,
of your Los Angeles office. The telegram
stated, in substance, that Japanese ships off
the California coast were to be the object of
sabotage carried out by Italian agents, the
purpose being to precipitate hostilities be-
tween the United States and Japan. This
apparently is not the matter referred to in
the press releases, since it alleged that the
investigators of the plot were Italians and
the press statement indicates “evidence of
an elaborate sabotage plot on the west coast
developed under the direction of Japanese
agents and naval officers.”

I, of course, do not know if you have been
correctly quoted in the press; however, I
would like to ask that you immediately
make available to this Department any and
all information and evidence in your pos-
session concerning the allegations, so that I
may initiate appropriate action.

I shall greatly & te hearing from you
at your earllest convenience.

That letter was received at my Wash-
ington office while I was in Texas, where
it was forwarded to me. I answered it,
and I read the exact language of the
letter I sent to Attorney General Biddle.

Mr. ELIOT of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?"

Mr. DIES. Yes.

Mr. ELIOT of Massachusetts. I won-
der what is the date of the gentleman’s
reply to the letter of the Attorney Gen-
eral which is dated August 13.

Mr. DIES. That is what I am getting
at. It is dated August 27, 1941. The
letter is addressed to Hon. Francis Biddle,
Attorney General of the United States,
Washington, L. C.:

Dear Mgr. BiooLe: Your letter of August 13
addressed to me in Washington has been for-
warded to me for attention. I did not say
that I had turned the information over to
your Department, or that I intended to do so.
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What I sald was that I wanted to give your
Department full opportunity to proceed, with-
out being embarrassed by any premature
disclosure.

I assume that with the hundreds of agents
which you have you would have no difficulties
in getting the facts, I am sure that you will
find our investigators on the west coast co-
operative in every respect in supplying you
with leads and with facts in our possession.
I note that Mr Hoover recently stated that
through publicity his department had
thwarted a Nation-wide plot to sabotage the
defense industries of America. Since he was
able to do this through this method of pub-
licity, it would appear to me there would be
no possible objection to a similar procedure
by our committee in the Japanese matter If
therefore you have no objection I shall sug-
gest to our committee the advisability of con-
ducting public hearings to receive evidence
regarding Japanese activities in the United
States, If your department has no objection
to this procedure please advise me.

Mr. ELIOT of Massachusetts.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DIES. I yield.

Mr. ELIOT of Massachusetts. I would
like to ask the gentleman why, in view of
his denial in the letter that he has just
read, he would turn over information to
the F. B. 1., why on page 1731 of his re-
cently published report he includes a
news story from the Los Angeles Times
saying, “All evidence has been turned over
to the Justice Department for the purpose
of prosecuting”?

Mr. DIES. The gentleman is quoting
from a newspaper report that appeared
in the Los Angeles Times. Is that right?

Mr. ELIOT of Massachusetts. I was
wondering why the gentleman included
that in his report.

Mr. DIES. What date?

Mr. ELIOT of Massachusetts. August
1, 1941,

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr.
Spesker, the gentleman from Massachu-
setts has just denied a statement that
appeared in a newspaper several days
ago, although he did not refute it until
the gentleman from Texas [Mr, Diges]
called it to the attention of the House

. today.

Mr. ELIOT of Massachusetts. Iam not
saying that the gentleman from Texas
was not perfectly accurate in claiming
that he had been misquoted. I am ask-
ing him why. in view of the fact that he
was misquoted, he included that letter in
this report?

Mr. DIES. I am going to answer the
gentleman.

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. The gen-
tleman from Massachusetts started this
fight by going out and attacking the Dies
committee. Now he should take his medi-
cine.

Mr. DIES. Mr. Speaker, on September
8, 1941, I received this letter from the
Acting Attorney General, Mr. McGuire:

SEPTEMEER B8, 1041,

Mr.

Hon. MARTIN DIES,
House of Representatives,
Washington, D. C,

My Dear CongrREssMAN: In your letter of
August 27, 1941, addressed to the Attorney
General, you stated that if the Attorney Gen-
eral had no objection you would suggest to
your committee the advisabllity of conducting
public hearirgs fo receive evidence regarding
Japanese activities in the United States.

The Attorney General has discussed this
situation with the President and the Secre-
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tary of State, both of whom feel quite strong-
1y that hearings such as you contemplate
would be inadvisable. The Attorney General
is of the same opinion, and accordingly is un-
able to approve the course which you have in
mind.
Sincerely yours,
MarTHEW F. MCGUIRE,
Acting Attorney General ,
of the United States.

Immediately after I had written to Mr.
Biddle assuring him that our investiga-
tors on the west coast would be glad to
cooperate in every possible way and fur-
nish his investigators or representatives
with all of the leads and facts in our
possession, I instructed our investigators
to cooperate in every possible way with
the F. B. 1., the Military Intelligence, and
the Naval Intelligence. As a matter of
fact, our investigators have informed me,
and they are now sending a telegram set-
ting forth the facts. that they did coop-
erate with the Military and Naval Intelli-
gence; that, as a matter of fact, they had
several conferences about this matter
with the man in charge of the Naval In-
telligence on the west coast and with
the Military Intelligence. Also, they
came in contact with the F. B. I. in con-
nection with this matter and telephoned
;? ltéhe west coast chief in charge of the

. B. I,

After the Attorney General of the
United States had represented to me
that the President and the Secretary of
State and the Attorney General were
strongly opposed to the hearings, our
committiee felt that it was inadvisable
for us to proceed. In deference to their
wishes we canceled the proposed hearings.

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DIES. I yield.

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Will the
gentleman give us the date of that letter?

Mr, DIES. The date of the last letter
from the Attorney General is September
8, 1941.

We had arranged to subpena and bring
to Washington approximately 52 wit-
nesses. Among those witnesses was a
former attaché of the Japanese consulate
in Honolulu. Their testimony would
comprise the major part of the evidence
which our committee had assembled.
Those witnesses, of course, were on the
west ccast. Much of our evidence was on
the west coast. Our investigators on the
west coast were familiar with all of the
facts, more than we were, of course, in
Washington. Therefore, in saying to
the Attorney General that our investiga-
tors would be glad to cooperate with him
in every possible way and supply them
with all leads and facts, the committee
could do no more. Our investigators had
offices in the Federal building in the city
of Los Angeles. All that was necessary
was for agents of any department to avail
themselves of the informatioi. which we
had assembled.

May I say in this connection, Mr.
Speaker, that we have 1,140 letters, or
approximately that, from heads of vari-
ous agencies and departments of gov-
ernment requesting information which
our committee has furnished in every in-
stance., Many agencies of the Govern-
ment have assigned agents to work in our
offices. They have access to our files, to
all of the information and records which
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we have. Attorney General Biddle, in a
statement before one of the committees
of this House recently, stated—and I
read the language of his statement:

I would like to add, Mr. Congressman, that
the Dies committee has been most coopera-
tive. That they gave us everything that they
had. Their position has been most coopera-
tive.

Now, this was the statement of the At-
torney General only a week or so ago, and
he is speaking about the Dies committee.

They gave us everything that they had.
Their position has been most cocperative.
As far as I am concerned, I will say that they
do cooperate and give us every possible piece
of information that we desire.

Mr. ELIOT of Massachusetts,
the gentleman yield?

Mr. DIES. Let me proceed.

I have also a letter from Secretary
Knox, who acted very promptly on the
suggestion of our committee and I shall
read that for the sake of the record. It is
dated February 21, 1942, and is addressed
to the Honorable Frank Knox, Secretary
of the Navy, Navy Department, Washing-
ton, D. C.

My DeAr MR. SECRETARY: It has come to my -
attention that an individual by the name of
George Deatherage is now employed on a
construction project at the Norfolk, Va.,
naval base.

This is to advise you that this man was
thoroughly investigated by this committee in
1938 and 1939 and that he was called before
our committee and questioned concerning
his Nazl and Fascist activities.

The committee has in 1ts possession a large
file on Deatherage and his activities which
we will be glad to make available to your De-
partment should you desire it.

I received this letter from Secretary
EKnox:

My Dear MRr. Dies: This will acknowledge
your letter of February 21, 1942, relative to
the employment of George E. Deatherage by
Doyle and Russell, contractors working on
the naval operating base in Norfolk, Va.

Immediately upon receiving the informa-
tion that Deatherage was employed by the
firm on the naval operating base project I
caused a thorough investigation to be made
and on February 23 invoked provisions of
the contract which requires that the con-
tractor shall discharge from the employment
and exclude from the site of the work any
person designated by the Secretary of the
Navy as undesirable to have access to the
work and/or materials of the Navy Depart-
ment.

Thank you for your cooperative offer to
make avallable the files of the Speclal Com-
mittee on Un-American Actlvities.

The committee has cooperated with the

Will

Department in this and many other similar

matters.

Mr. McGRANERY. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. DIES. In just a few minutes, if
the gentleman will let me proceed.

I may say that from the beginning, Mr.
Speaker, we have received the fullest co-
operation from the State Department.
One of the very valuable agents from the
State Department has been most helpful
to our committee in supplying us with
important information, and after I had
received from the Acting Attorney Gen-
eral the letter in which he stated that the
administration was opposed to these
hearings, then I had a personal conver-
sation with the Secretary of State, Mr.
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Cordell Hull, one of the greatest men, in
my opinion, that this country has ever
produced. I shall not say what was in
that conversation, for I am not at lib-
erty to make public the facts, but I will
say this, and I believe that Mr. Hull will
bear me out, that I said to him after we
had decided to call off the hearings, that
we wanted fo cooperate with the State
Department because we realized that
they were charged with the conduct of
international affairs. I told him that the
situation was indeed grave, that we had
evidence in our possession that indicated
very strongly to me that the Japanese
were engaged in fifth-column activities,
and that they were doing things that our
Government should take cognizance of
and take steps to prevent.

Mr. Hull then said to me, “I am in-
terested in the matter.” And I said to
him: “All of the files of our office are
available to you and to any department
of this Government.”

We are cooperating day in and day out
with the departments, and a major part
of our work today is in supplying Govern-
ment agencies with the information
which they do not have and which they
could not have and cannot obtain from
any other source. It would seem to me,
therefore, Mr. Speaker, that the evidence
is very clear that what I said on the floor
of this House is borne out by the facts
and that the committee has cooperated
in every respect with all of the agencies
of the Government. We are striving to
maintain harmony with these agencies
because as I wired the President in 1940,
it is absolutely essential that the various
agencies of the Government engaged in
ferreting out fifth-column activities must
cooperate and that there is no place for
rivalry, for jealousy, or for a lack of co-
ordination in the conduct of this work.
I am not here to criticize the Department
of Justice or the Secretary of State. The
purpose of including this letter in our
report was not to cast reflection upon
those agencies.

Those agencies are now fully cooper-
ating with our committee. I have just
read a statement issued or purporting
to have beeun issued by the Attorney
General with reference to investigation
of people on the Government pay roll
who are undesirable. I do not want to
misquote the Attorney General and I
rely entirely on press reports, but, ac-
cording to that statement, the Attorney
General admits that previous efforts to
investigate these people have been in-
sufficient and that an entirely new in-
vestigation has been ordered, and this
time they are going to get the facts.

Mr. ELIOT of Massachusetts. Will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. DIFS. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. ELIOT of Massachusetts. If the
gentleman is so cooperative with the De-
partment of Justice and the State De-
partment, why has he on at least two
cceasions on the floor of this House given
us and the American people to under-
stand that but for the interference of
those Departments with his committee,
Pearl Harbor might not have happened?

Mr. DIES, Let me answer that di-
rectly. Here is the exact language I
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used, and I quote from my speech made
on the floor of this House. I tell the
story of how we intended to hold the
hearings and that we received a Jetter
from the Attorney General advising us
not to do it, or, rather, saying that they
were strongly opposed to it, and I state
further:

I now regret that I called off the hearings.

I do regret that, because I remember
when we made public the so-called white
paper—a document of some 500 pages
of a most complete exposé of Nazi ac-
tivities that this or any other country
has ever made public—so thorough was
the job that, upon the basis of the evi-
dence which we had assembled and made
public, the Department of Justice prose-
cuted all of the malefactors and put
them in the penitentiary or deported
them. Their agents who had worked
in contact with the committee staff
stated to us that it was upon the basis
of this evidence that convictions were
secured against these people. Having
made public this information, which was
widely published in all the democracies,
we had requests from the British Gov-
ernment, from the agencies of other de-
mocracies—Canada and others—for that
committee report. It was carried in all
the press of every democratic country.
It has been used for propaganda or in-
formation purposes over the radio and
in all the countries in opposition to the
Axis Powers. As a matter of fact, only
a week or so ago Colonel Donovan re-
quested several hundred documents
from our committee—documents I pre-
sume he could not procure from any
other source. We immediately respond-
ed to his request and furnished him with
this information, which., of course, he
proposes to use against the Axis Powers
throughout the world.

May I mention, too, that the gentle-
man from Massachusetts and certain
other gentlemen have been critical of
this committee, and I concede the right
of the gentleman to do that. I have
never contended we were perfect. We
have only had $385,000 in a period of
4 years, and I am not complaining about
that because I think this House deserves
a great deal of credit for its loyal sup-
port of this committee. It is evidence
of the fact that long before fifth-
columnist activities became serious the
House of Representatives with foresight
and wisdom foresaw and made provision.
This committee is merely the agent of
the House, The gentleman is perfectly
within his rights to point out errors and
mistakes, because we have made them.
My objection to the gentleman and his
attitude is that it is not constructive
criticism. If the gentleman would come
to me and say, “Now, Mr. Dies, I think
you made a mistake; what are the
facts?” and we sit down across the
table as colleagues in the same body,
as men equally patriotic, as men who
are trying to serve a great country at
a moment of great crisis, if the gentle-
man is correct, I will gladly admit that
fact, for I do not occupy the position
that has been taken by some of these
bureaus. I am not personally offeneded
when mistakes are pointed out. I think
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it is a good thing for this committee,
and it would be a good thing for every
agency of government if they were com-
pelled to appear before this House and
defend their conduct in every particular.
We would have less evidence of arro-
gance and of red tape than we do in
respect to certain departments.

Mr. McGRANERY. Will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. DIES. I yield to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

Mr. McGRANERY. I have listened
with a great deal of interest to the gen-
tleman’s statement. As I understand
him and his correspondence with the At-
torney General, he has informed the
Attorney General that he had certain
evidence, that if the Attorney General
would communicate with his agent or
agents or the committee on the west
coast, they could give him, the Attorney
General, leads?

Mr. DIES. And facts; all the facts in
our possession.

Mr. McGRANERY. The basis for this
entire contention here this morning is
that the gentleman went a little bit be-
yond that. In his report he states
firmly and clearly that the evidence has
been turned over to the Justice Depart-
ment for prosecution of the ring mem-
bers. That statement is in error, is it
not?

Mr. DIES. 1 immediately denied that
statement to the Attorney General.

Mr. McGRANERY. Then the whole
contention is out. There is no argument
on that this morning?

Mr. DIES. I immediately wrote him
back and said that I had not made that
statement. How could we transport 52
witnesses from the west coast and deliver
them in the offices of the Attorney Gen-
eral? We had our investigators on the
west coast. The Department of Justice
?gd their agents out there, hundreds of

em.

Mr. McGRANERY. Why did the gen-
tleman put that in his report in Febru-
ary?

Mr. DIES. Because of the other mat-
ter in the report, because of the press
clippings, to show one thing and one
thing only. We were warning the coun-
try in July, August, and September that
the Japanese had a fifth column and that
the situation was very serious.

Mr. McGRANERY. The gentleman
withdraws that statement from the At-
torney General. Then it is a case of
shadow boxing this morning.

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I do not
think it is the gentleman from Texas who
is doing the shadow boxing.

May I ask the gentleman from Texas
this question: In the report just issued
by the Dies committee there is a plan
published or outlined years ago by the
Japanese Empire for invading the west
coast of the United States, is there not?

Mr. DIES. That is right.

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. And it
maps out the very program that Japan
has followed up to date. Is that correct?

Mr. DIES. That is correct.

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Then if
the Dies committee had bzen permitted
to go ahead and make this investigation
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prior to the attack on Pearl Harbor, is
it not entirely probable that it would
have uncovered these facts and prevent-
ed the Pearl Harbor disaster?

Mr. DIES. May I answer that by quot-
ing from the speech I made to the House:

1 now regret that I called off the hearings.

As I said, the reason I regretted that
was that when we had obtained all the
evidence of the German Library of In-
formation and the German Railway In-
formation Office, all the evidence of Man-
fred Zapp, of the Transocean News Serv-
ice—and it was a smokescreen for Nazi
espionage and propaganda not only in the
United States but throughout South
America—when we obtained the evi-
dence about the German chemiecal cor-
porations in this country that led to the
freezing of funds and to the suspension
of certain heads of those organizations,
then the President of the United States
in a telegram to me indicated the fear
of premature disclosure; so that while
we did make public that information, it
subsequently developed that it was wise
for the country that we did, because it
was upon the basis of that information
that the Italian and German consuls
were expelled from the United States.

Mr. ELIOT of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr DIES. Let me finish.

Mr. ELIOT of Massachusetts. The
gentleman has been very kind in yield-
ing.

Mr. DIES. Let me finish my thought.

Mr. Speaker, again on this question
that has been raised about whether the
special Committee on Un-American
Activities——

Mr. LELAND M. FORD. Mr. Speaker,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DIES. I yield to the gentleman
from California.

Mr. LELAND M, FORD. Has it been
developed that the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts denied to the newspapers that
he made that statement? On as im-
portant a statement as that you would
think that he would have made a state-
ment to the newspapers denying it and
asking them to retract. Will the gentle-
man ask the gentleman from Massachu-
setts if he did that?

Mr, DIES. I may say that this state-
ment was made last Saturday, was it not?

Mr. ELIOT of Massachusetts. Last
Saturday.

Mr. DIES. It appeared in the press,
so it speaks for itself,

Mr. LELAND M. FORD. But it never
has been denied.

Mr. DIES., I am not going to impugn
the motives of the gentleman and I am
' not going to try to interpret his motives.
I am willing to treat the gentleman as I
have always tried to treat every gentle-
man of this House. There are on our
committee gentlemen who have not
agreed with me on economic questions,
men like the gentleman from California
[Mr. VoorHisl, one of the most sincere
Members of this House. We have dif-
fered with respect to maftters, but we
have signed every report unanimously.
The reports were signed by every mem-
ber of the committee. They were signed
by the gentleman from Massachusetts
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[Mr. Casey]l, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr, Voornis], and the gentleman
from Massachusetts [Mr. HeEaLEY].

When you say that we have sought to
smear the C. I. O, that the committee
has been the instrumentality of labor-
baiting elements for the purpose of
smearing the C. I. O., why not let us give
the House the true facts?

Mr. ELIOT of Massachusetts.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DIES. Let me finish my thoughts,
or they will fly away from me.

Mr. ELIOT of Massachusetts. I did not
say that.

Mr. DIES. The true facts with refer-
ence to that are that before there ever
was an investigation of the C. I. O. I
went to the offices of the officials of the
C. 1. O. in Washington and sat across the
table from them and said to them, “Our
committee has come into possession of
evidence showing that Communists have
entrenched themselves in certain labor
unions affiliated with the C. I. O.” After
I had conferred with them, or, rather,
during the conference, I asked for their
cooperation. I said to them that the
committee was not disposed to have pub-
lic hearings for the purpose of undermin-
ing the C. I, O,, that all we wanted to do
was to expel the Communist leaders from
the C. I. O. The officials did not co-
operate with our committee. When I
got back to my office, I think the files will
reveal that in order to make a record of
that conference I immediately wrote a
letter to Mr. John L. Lewis, who was then
the head of the C. I. O., asking for his
cooperation in the conduct of our inves-
tigation.

Instead of cooperating with us, they
began to assail us in the press through-
out the country. They issued pamphlets
and circulars making the broad, general
attack that the committee was inspired
by ulterior motives; that we were not pri-
marily concerned with the exposure of
Communists in the C. I. O., but that we
were seeking to smear labor. All over the
country they attacked me as being anti-
labor, even though, Mr. Evtor, the C. 1. O.
had previously endorsed me until this
committee began its work.

Mr. ELIOT of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? He
has addressed me.

Mr. DIES. When we were unable to
obtain that cooperation, then it became a
matter of duty to this House. I have al-
ways construed a House agency or any
officer of the House as the agent of the
House and not the agent of any other
branch of this Government.

Mr. ELIOT of Massachusetts, Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DIES. I think it is the duty of
every agency of this House, including our
own, to represent the majority of this
House. Here was a nonpartisan ques-
tion. It had nothing to do with Demo-
crats or Republicans. It dealt solely and
exclusively with those fundamental prin-
ciples upon which all men, of every politi-
cal affiliation, can agree. Therefore, I
believed, as the committee has believed—
and may I take this opportunity to ex-
press my own and I believe the gratitude
of every American who has supported
this committee to the other members of

Mr.
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this committee for their loyalty and for
their support, for I know it has not been
easy for these gentlemen.

I know that these pressure groups have
constantly sought in every possible way
to attack the committee and to injure,
politically, every member of the commit-
tee. I think that those gentlemen, all of
them, deserve a great deal of credit be-
cause they all had the courage and the
patriotism to perform their duty to this
Congress.

I now yield to the gentleman from
Massachusetts.

Mr. ELIOT of Massachusetts. The
gentleman has been very kind about
yielding and I appreciate it.

Coming back to what the gentleman
was saying a few moments ago about his
speech of January 28, I wonder, in view
of this language, how he can answer the
question I am about to put. I quote:

A fear of displeasing foreign powers and a
maudlin attitude toward fifth columnists was
largely responsible for the unparalleled trag-
edy at Pearl Harbor.

The gentleman says he is cooperating
with the Government departments, and
yet he accuses them of a maudlin attitude
and so on, and I want to know why and
how his committee was prevented from
making the facts public last September.
He has told us he was urged not to hold
a public hearing.

Mr. DIES. I think the answer is very
obvious. So far as my statement in that
speech is concerned, may I say to the
gentleman that those statements did, and
do, express my own opinion. However,
under all the circumstances, the House
of Representatives saw otherwise, and
they refused to adopt my amendments.
I now believe that the House and Mr.
HatroN W. SUMNERS were wiser than I
was to this extent: That I believe that
while it is absolutely essential for this
committee to investigate and expose
communism, I agree with the great ma-
jority of this House that there is no oc-
casion, regardless of the facts, to risk
antagonizing any other foreign country
that happens to be allied with us at the
present time.

But may I now go back so that, having
been refused the cooperation of the lead-
ers of the C. 1. O. we attempted with our
limited staff and with the small amount
of money at our disposal, $25.000 the first
year, to expose the Communist leaders in
the C.I. O. If you will read the commit-
tee’s report you will find today that it
was signed by every member of this com-
mittee, and that in that report we unan-
imously found that 10 of the unions
affiliated with the C. I. O. had Commu-
:ii;ts entrenched in positions of leader-

p.

Now, that was not my own judgment.
Personally, I felt that the facts would
have justified us in going further. I be-
lieved there was sufficient evidence to
authorize us to find that a majority of
the directors of the C. I. O. were either
members of the Communist Party or had
been members of the Communist Party
or had followed the Communist Party
line. But because of the greater wisdom
of my colleagues on that committee I
have gone along with them. We have
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compromised on essential questions, but
we did come ocut with a report that was
unanimous, and if my memory serves me
right it was signed by the gentleman
from Massachusetts [Mr. Heatey]l. No
one will accuse the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. HeaLey] of being a
labor baiter. No one would even suggest
that the gentleman from Massachusetts
[Mr Hearey] is not an ardent and sin-
cere friend of labor, but on the basis of
facts, incontrovertible facts, the gentle-
man from Massachusetts [Mr. HEaLEY],
a patriotic Member of this House, did his
duty, although it might have occasioned
him political disaster by doing so.

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. DIES. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. COLMER. I have been impressed,
too, that the gentleman has been very
fair in yielding to the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. Error], and I hope if
the gentleman rises again, the gentleman
from Texas will yield to him so that he
may explain why a week has elapsed
since all the publicity was given to the
alleged facts that he had branded the
gentleman from Texas as a liar, and has
not explained that or retracted it or
apologized for it.

Mr. DIES. I yield to the gentleman
for that purpose.

Mr. ELIOT of Massachusetts. I think
I should say to the gentleman first that
no week has elapsed, and in the second
place I did not know sucl. thin skins were
possessed, and I would like to read——

Mr, DIES., I yield no further than
that. When you say “thin skins,” let
me say to you that statements such as
you made, if you made them, call-
ing a Member of this House a liar, is no
small matter. If the gentleman serves in
this body long enough—I have known
the Members of this House many years.
My father had his office in that corner
over there for a decade during one of the
most difficult periods in the history of
this Republic, and I have seen press re-
porters, not a majority, but some of them,
deliberately distort the facts and do all
in their power to undermine the confi-
dence of the American people in this
body. Let me say to the gentleman that
whether he serves here a long time or a
short time, the first thing is to learn to
love and respect the Members of this
House.

The statement has been made by our
critics—and may I say that all those who
appeared in opposition to the committee
were for the most part representatives of
organizations that we had exposed—and
in those statements they have sought to
create the impression that the committee
has devoted its primary effort to an ex-
posure of communism, and has not ex-
posed nazi-ism and fascism. Let me give
you a few facts in connection with that
so that I may here and now, and for all
time, answer that propaganda that is be-
ing very cleverly disseminated against our
committee. The facts are that we issued
a report called the Red Paper, giving the
Communist affiliation of a number of
front organizations. What do I mean by
“front organizations”? I mean an or-
ganization that was dominated or is
dominated and controlled by a cliqgue of
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Communists who belong to it, who attend
all of the meetings, and who take advan-
tage of the fact that people join it who
never attend, and who run the thing not
for the bona fide purpose for which the
organization was formed but in order to
spread communism. When we began the
exposure of Communist front organiza-
tions, many people assailed us for it. I
remember that we were criticized quite
severely for exposing the American
League Against War and Fascism, the In-
ternational Labor Defense, of which the
gentleman from New York [Mr. Marcan-
ToN10] is or was chairman, or occupied
some position in it. We were severely
criticized for that. I recall, Mr. Speaker,
that the witnesses in the American Youth
Congress appeared before our committee,
and that we were bitterly assailed. The
gentleman from Iilinois [Mr. MasoN] re-
members who was there. I was not there
at the time. If I recall, I was ill. The
gentleman remembers that the wife of
the Chief Executive appeared with the
witnesses, sincerely and honestly believ-
ing in her idealism that this organization
was a bona fide organization, and she
believed that the Dies committee was the
instrumentality of the reactionary forces
of this country; and she permitted those
witnesses to be her guests at the White
House during the time the investigation
took place. In justice to Mrs. Roosevelt,
she finally discovered the truth, and she
publicly admitted that she had been de-
ceived by them. And when Mr. Joseph
Lash appeared before our committee in
executive session a few weeks ago, what
did he say?

This was the same Joseph Lash who
with arrogance walked into the commit-
tee room with Mrs. Roosevelt during our
previous hearing and attempted to ridi-
cule the committee, and read a poem
attempting to cast ridicule upon its chair-
man. What did he admit in executive
session—and I think I am privileged to
tell this? He admitted that we were
right all the time. He admitted that he
had sought, he and the others, to ridicule
the committee and to prevent us from ob-
taining the truth. Yet he was the man
at that time who was leading some of the
so-called libera] forces of this country,
and the same group were picketing
the White House, denouncing President
Roosevelt as a warmonger, and demand-
ing that we not aid England. Mr. Joseph
Cadden—we have his picture when he
was leading one of the picketing parades
in front of the White House, and when
the President addressed the American
Youth Congress they applauded his
speech until he said something about
communism, and then they jeered and
hissed him, and the same men who were
opposing our aid to England, who were
opposing the lend-lease—and I voted for
that, under which Russia has already
received millions of dollars from the
United States—the same men who took
the Well of this floor and who were speak-
ing on the soap boxes of this country,
some of them labor leaders, and I am now
compiling the record of some of them,
who were so vociferous at that time in
denouncing our aid to England as inter-
vention of the United States and provo-
cation to war—those same men, when I
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was voting to repeal the neutrality law,
when I was voting for the foreign policy
of this administration, were opposing
that policy, and now they have the audac-
ity to stand before the American people
and say that MartTin Dies is a Fascist
sympathizer. What are the facts? The
facts are that this committee has heard
129 witnesses on the subject of fascism
and nazi-ism, that we have approxi-
mately 3,000 printed pages of testimony
on fascism and nazi-ism. The facts are
that we have issued reports on Nazi ac-
tivities as large as our reports on Com-
munist activities. ;

The facts are that our committee has
assembled over many months documents
and evidence with reference to Fascist
activities. We have sent those docu-
ments to the Printing Office. They are
now being printed and in a few days this
committee will give to the American peo-
ple the result of our investigation over
a period of years with reference to Fascist
activities.

I do not mean to imply that previously
we have not given those facts. In justice
to this committee 1 must say that if it
had not been for our investigation, Mr.
William Dudley Pelley would not now be
in the penitentiary. If the gentleman
has any doubt about that, call the prose-
cuting attorney Mr. Williamson, who
prosecuted William Dudley Pelley in the
North Carolina courts recently and he
will tell the gentleman that he tele-
phoned me two times and said:

Where is your investigator, Mr. Barker? It
is absolutely essential that he be here. We
cannot obtain a conviction without his tes-
t.hnony.

Mr. Barker had spent many months
making an audit of all of the financial
affairs of William Dud.ey Pelley. Our
committee exposed him. As a result of
that exposure Mr. Pelley was put out of
business and is now in the penitentiary,
or is preparing to go to the penitentiary.

What are the facts about George
Deatherage? He and his Knights of the
White Camellia organization were ex-
posed by our commitiee. We did such a
thorough job in that exposé that his or-
ganization was compelled to go out of
existence. If the gentlemen who are con-
stantly reiterating that propaganda will
take occasion to study our hearings and
study our reports and acquaint them-
selves with the facts, I am sure that no
honest Member of this House will under-
take to tell the House that we have been
derelict in our duty in investigating nazi-
ism and fascism. We have investigated
dozens of Fascist and Nazi organizations
in this country. If the gentleman has in
mind any orgarization that he thinks
we should have investigated that we did
not, I would be glad for him now to tell
this House. I pause for him to tell the
House.

Mr. COFFEE of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DIES. I yield to the gentleman
from Washington, an honest critic, but
a gentleman with it all.

Mr. COFFEE of Washington., The
gentleman takes all the steam out of a
man.

Mr. DIES. Oh, I do not mean to do
that, Go right ahead.
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Mr. COFFEE of Washington. I am so
fond of the gentleman from Texas that
I even hesitate to ask this simple ques-
tion, but I know the gentleman has a
very logical answer to this and I am sure
all of us will be enlightened by his reply,
because I have had many people inquir-
ing of me, asking why it was that Father
Coughlin’s organization had not been in-
vestigated.

Mr. DIES. The answer to that is that
Father Coughlin’s organization has been
investigated. We have in our files evi-
dence with reference to him and with
reference to other characters. Now, do
you know what they are complaining
about? Let me give you the facts.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has
consumed 53 minutes.

Mr. DIES. I want to give the House
the facts. I am ready to answer any
questions at any time.

We had a number of letters urging us
to bring Father Coughlin to Washington
and subject him to questioning. I always
suspected that those who were urging
that were those who wanted to advertise
Father Coughlin. We also had letters de-
manding that Gerald Winrod, a preacher,
should be brought before the committee
and be investigated, and other preachers.
I took the position, and this committee
supported that position—and I think that
is evidence that it is a wise position—that
whenever this committee brought to
Washington any preachers or priests and
undertook to examine them publicly and
permit them to be held in contempt,
which would have been the inevitable re-
gult, for if Father Coughlin had appeared
before our committee, as shrewd a pub-
licist as he is, and had done what others
did, and had said, “I refuse to answer any
questions,” or demanded to make a
speech and we had held him in order,
then we would have been compelled to
appear before this House and ask you to
eite in contempt certain priests and
preachers. If we had done that, from
all over the country there would have
arisen an outery denouncing us as being
against certain religions. What we did
do, however, was to obtain all of the evi-
dence that we could possibly secure, and
we have that evidence and we are now
making preparations to give the Ameri-
can people the evidence; both the evi-
dence we have obtained in the past and
evidence which we secured this year..

Let me say to the gentleman that we
seek to be fair about this matter. As
you will observe in our report, a great
deal of this evidence is an attempt to
smear personally the President of the
United States. I think when you read
this report you will find that there has
been a well-concerted plan, not to at-
tack the President’s policies, for that is
the right of every citizen. In fact, I am
one of those who believes that the great-
est service that can be rendered to the
President is to give him the benefit of
honest, constructive criticism. If the
House is not to do that, then why not
just all quit and go home? I mean if we
are not permitted, in a spirit of honesty
and fair dealing and common love of our
country, to stand on the floor and, with
respect and dignity, urge that certain
things are wrong in the executive de-
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partment, then the House of Representa-
tives has lost its dignity and its great
independence. But this is a type of evi-
dence, consisting of Axis propaganda,
directed at the person of the President,
propaganda that has been distributed,
millions of pieces all over the country,
designed to undermine the confidence of
the people in the personal integrity of the
Chief Executive, knowing that if that is
accomplished, the Axis Powers will then
be in a position to divide us from within.
I say that because I want the gentleman
to know, and I believe the gentleman is
fair—I believe every Member of this
House is fair. I believe if you will go
over our records in our office, you will
come to the same conclusion that many
agencies of this Government have
come to.

That is that this committee has per-
formed a wonderful service, because we
have been able to seize records and to
compel people to testify, while other
agencies of the Government have been
unable to do that.

I cannot reveal the ' name of the man
or the men, or exactly what they said,
but I am sure they would not object. I
spoke to some men very high in this
Government on the question of the con-
tinuation of the Committee on un-Amer-
ican Activities, and I said to them frank-
ly, as I said to the Rules Committee, that
it is no personal favor to any member of
this committee to continue it. There is
no more difficult task assigned to any
Member of Congress than to deal with
this explosive subject. No committee—
and the gentleman from Massachusetts
[Mr. McCormAcK] can bear me out, for
he was chairman of the committee which
preceded our committee—he will tell
this House that it is one thing to get up
and criticize a committee or to say it
ought to do this or it ought to do that,
but when you are charged with responsi-
bility at a time of great crisis in a Na-
tion's history, then you find it not always
easy to do these things that your critics
tell you to do.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. DIES. I yield to the gentleman
from Massachusetts.

Mr. McCORMACK. The gentleman
referred to the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts. I may say that I subscribe to
that statement completely. It is a most
difficult task to be the chairman of an
investigating committee, such as the
committee presided over by the gentle-
man from Texas. Having had experience
along that line, I say that we have got
to be very tolerant in our criticism.

Mr. DIES. Mr. Speaker, may I con-
clude by saying that I hope we will per-
mit this to be an ¢xample on the floor of
this House. All of us are facing a very
difficult period, Republicans and Demo-
crats alike. Never before in the history
of America was there more need for sin-
cerity, honesty, and zeal in the discharge
of public duty than today. America is
face to face with a mechanized barbar-
ism that threatens our security and our
very existence. If ever there was a time
when represertatives of the people
should demonstrate an attitude of patri-
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otism, of fairness, of courtesy, it is today.
Whatever may come, whatever the prov-
ocation may be, let each of us have a
spirit of tolerance and good will toward
all the rest of us.

And to the press of the country, may
I say to you—and I have dealt with the-
press rather extensively in the past 4
years—many of you have been very fair
to our committee, some of you have been
unfair to our committee. You have car-
ried statements that were utterly false.
Let me say to you gentlemen that serving
in Congress is not as easy as you think
it is. Service in Congress during this
difficult period when you are besieged by
all kinds of problems, when there are
those calling upon you daily and hourly
for this and for that service, requires all
of the patience and all of the courage and
all of the patriotism that any of us have;
and as we approach that difficult time
let it be as friends. Even though—even
though—we disagree one with another
let us be patient and tolerant and let us
continue to be friends fighting in a com-
mon cause for the greatest Republic that
ever existed in all the annals of history.

[Here the gavel fell.]

LT EDWARD H. O'HARE

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I read
from this morning’s Washington Post
and quote Mrs. Selma O'Hare, the mother
of Lt. Edward H. O’Hare, a Navy pilot.

The account says this boy shot down
six Japanese planes in an air battle over
the Pacific Ocean. Mrs. O’Hare said:

I'm all elated.

I understand that two of them got away.
He should have got those, too.

How glad I am to hear this. I wrote him
last week to “Keep 'em flying,” and said we

were all behind him. We've got to win this
war.

Mrs. O'Hare classed the young man as
an average boy. She said he always liked
planes and that he told her several times
he liked to fly a fighter plane, but that
he was never much interested in shoot-
ing. She concluded her statement by
saying, “But he seems to shoot well
enough now.”

Mr. Speaker, I know the people of St.
Louis are mighty proud of Lieutenant
O’Hare. The people of my district are
likewise mighty proud of him, and I am
doubly proud of him because I had the
honor in 1933 to appoint him to the
Naval Academy.

[Here the gavel fell.]

JOHN O. SNYDER

Mr. BEITER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. BEITER. Mr. Speaker, John O.
Snyder today completes 41 years of serv-
ice in the House of Representatives.
This is a record of which we are all proud.
He has rendered faithful service to the
House and to his country. I know that
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the Members on both sides of the aisle
join with me in a sincere tribute to him.
It is our wish that Johnnie Snyder may
continue to serve in the House as long as
he so desires and that the coming years
hold only the best in store for him,

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. MARTIN J. KENNEDY. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
York [Mr. MarTIN J. KENNEDY]?

There was no objection.

A DAILY PRAYER AT NOON IN THE

CAPITOL

Mr. MARTIN J. KENNEDY. Mr.
Speaker, the daily news and radio an-
nouncements concerning the war must
of necessity contain an account of the
damage suffered by our ships, a list of
our wounded, and the roll of honor of
our heroic dead. These reports cause
great unhappiness and leave our people
in need of spiritual encouragement and
moral support.

I suggest that we here in Congress sup-
ply this encouragement by holding a
joint, informal, 5-minute session each
day at noon in the rotunda o the Capi-
tol where prayers will be said by our
chaplains and guest chaplains. These
prayers should be broadecast Nation-
wide and made a part of our national
life. Our prayer and the prayer of every
American should be for the success of
our cause and the welfare of our men in
the armed forces. This service will af-
ford us here in Washington and the peo-
ple of the Nation a much-sought oppor-
tunity to join in daily prayer and tribute
for our fellow Americans who have made
the supreme sacrifice for our beloved
country.

It will be a great step toward our
much desired and needed national unity
and an acknowledgment of our depend-
ence upon the almighty God.

SECOND WAR POWERS BILL, 1942

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent to take from
the Speaker’s table the bill (S. 2208) to
further expedite the prosecution of the
war, with House amendments thereto,
insist on the House amendments and ask
for a conference with the Senate.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. SUMNERS]?

There was no objection, and the Speak-
er appointed the following conferees on
the part of the House: Messrs. SUMNERS
of Texas, Mcl.auGgHLIN, and HANCOCK.

AMENDMENT TO INTERNAL REVENUE
CODE

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
York [Mr. EpwiN ARTHUR Harrl?

There was no objection.

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. Mr.
Speaker, T am today introducing a bill
entitled “A bill to extend to April 15 the
time for filing cerfain income-tax re-
turns.”
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Be it enacted, ete., That (a) the first sen-
tence of section 53 (a) (1) of the Internal
Revenue Code (relating to the time for filing
returns) is amended to read as follows: “Re=
turns made on the basis of the calendar year
shall be made on or before the 15th day of
March in the case of a corporation, and on or
before the 15th day of April in the case of an
individual, following the close of the calen-
dar year."”

(b) The amendment made by subsection
(a) shall be applicable to taxable years be-
ginning after December 31, 1940.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr., WOODRUFF of Michigan. Mr,
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro-
ceed for 1 minute and to extend my own
remarks in the Recorp by including part
of an article by Drew Pearson and Robert
8. Allen in today’s Times-Herald.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mich-
igan [Mr. WooDrRUFF]?

There was no objection. _

[Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan ad-
dressed the House. His remarks appear
in the Appendix.]

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. GILLIE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to revise and extend my
own remarks in the Recorp and to in-
clude a telegram and a short editorial
from my home paper.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from In-
diana [Mr. GrLLie] ?

There was no objection.

Mr. SHAFER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my own remarks in two instances
in the Recorb.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Michi-
gan [Mr, SHAFER]?

There was no objection.

Mr. JOHNS, Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to extend my own remarks
in the Recorp and include therein a
statement on the importance of the Great
Lakes shipbuilding facilities.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Wis-
consin?

There was no objection.

Mr. BOGGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own re-
marks in the ReEcorp and include therein
an article by Walter Lippmann.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection Lo
the request of the gentleman from Loui-
siana?

There was no objection.

Mr. SPAREKMAN. Mr. Speaker, T ask
unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the Recorp and include
therein an editorial from the Portland
Oregonian.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ala-
bama?

There was no objection.

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the Recorp and include
therein a telegram from the gentleman
from California [Mr. Toran]l, chairman
of the Select Committee Investigating
National Defensc Migration,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ala-
bama?

There was no objection.
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Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the RECORD in connection
with the accident of the steamship
Struma, the refugee ship.

The SPEAKER. 1Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
York?

There was no objection.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr, DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that on next Tues-
day, March 10, at the conclusion of the
legislative program of the day and fol-
lowing any other special orders hereto-
fore entered, I may be permitted to ad-
dress the House for 20 minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
York?

There was no objection.

THE LATE JOHN M. MORIN

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to address the
House for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania?

There was no objection.

Mr., EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, i,
is with sorrcw that I announce the death
on yesterday of a former Member of this
House, a man who represented the dis-
trict I now represent, the Honorable
John M. Morin, of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Morin lived more than man's allotted
threescore years and ten.

After several years in business, Mr.
Morin went into politics, and was hon-
ored by being elected first as a member
of the Common Council of the city of
Pittsburgh. He was then for several
years director of the department of pub-
lic safety of that city. Following that,
in the year 1913, he was elected a Mem-
ber of the Congress and served con-
tinuously for 16 years, in 8 Congresses,
from the Sixty-third to the Seventieth,
inclusive. He was a member of the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs during the
World War, and for a time in his later
years of service in the House was chair-
man of that great committee. At the
time of his retirement from the House,
in 1929, the President, recognizing his
great ability, appointed him a member of
the United States Employees’ Compensa-
tion Commission, on which body he
served honorably and well until his
death yesterday.

Mr. Morin was a personal friend of
mine. He was a very kindly, affable gen-
tleman. During all his years of public
life he rendered conscientious, faithful,
and dutiful service, not only to his con-~
stituents but to his country as well. I
know that many of the Members now
here knew him personally and all will
join in expressing sorrow and regret at
his passing. In him was exemplified the
type of character and the virtues which
go to make a great public carvant and a
lovable personality. His departure from
our midst will be mourned by countless
thousands.

Mr. McGRANERY. Mr. Speaker, I,
too, arise to pay tribute to the memory of
the late John M. Morin, who repre-
sented a district in the city of Pittsburgh,
Pa., and represented it well. For a num-
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ber of years Mr. Morin was chairman of
the House Military Affairs Committee,
and as such inaugurated a program for
the expansion and further development
of the great institution of West Point.
This institution was very close to the
heart of Mr, Morin and he gave much
of his time and even spent considerable
of his personal funds in developing the
Military Academy, which stands today
as a living monument to his beloved
memory.

Many of the older Members of this
House remember most favorably this
kindly man; and we who knew him well
remember him best as a loving father to
the 10 children whom he raised in a true
American way of life.

Personally I remember him for his
kindness to me and for his sound judg-
ment, and it was my good fortune to have
drawn upon his great reservoir of under-
standing on many occasions.

For the last several years he had been
serving in the capacity of Commissioner
on the United States Employees’ Com-~
pensation Commission, where again his
kindly and sympathetic understanding of
human nature permitted him to serve
the Commission with honor and distin-
guished performance.

The country has lost the services of a
great man at a time when his practical
clear understand of its problems is most
needed.

His family has lost a loving father and
I have lost a good friend, John M. Morin,
g Christian gentleman.

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania?

There was no objection.

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I join with my colleagues who
have just preceded me in expressing my
sincere sorrow at the death of John Morin,
an outstanding citizen of Pennsylvania,
who has given years of service to our
Government in this body and in other
capacities. Long bhefore I came to Wash-
ington I knew of Mr. Morin as a dis-
tinguished Member of Congress from the
great State of Pennsylvania. Since com-
ing to Washington 5 years ago I learned
to love him and developed an intimate
friendship with him. I am sure the en-
tire citizenship of Pennsylvania is cog-
nizant of the great loss our State has
suffered in the death of this outstanding
Pennsylvanian,

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr, HENDRICKS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the REcorp and include there-
in a brief article.

The SPEAEKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Fior-
ida?

There was no objection.

(Mr. Van Zanpr asked and was given
permission to extend his own remarks in
the RECORD.)

Mr. LELAND M. FORD. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent to extend my
‘own remarks in the Recorp and include
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therein remarks made by Dorothy
Thompson.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia?

There was no objection.

Mr. LELAND M. FORD. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent to extend my
remarks in the REcorp and include there-
in a speech by Mr. Carleton B. Tibbetts,
president of the Los Angeles Chamber of
Commerce,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia?

There was no objection.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. LELAND M. FORD. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent to address the
House for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia?

There was no objection.

Mr. LELAND M. FORD. Mr. Speaker,
I have received permission to insert in
the REcorp a copy of the speech by Mr.
Carleton B. Tibbetts, president of the Los
Angeles Chamber of Commerce. I hope
every Member will read this, because here
is some plain talk about at least 59C0
small industries in Los Angeles County—
A Strange Tale of Aluminum, Making
Planes the Hard Way, Lost—8,000 Bomb-
ers, Jitters, Jealousy, and Social Plan-
ning, and Some Other Flies in the War
Ointment, together with a few plain
statements on unity and really fighting
hard to win this war.

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE APPRO-
PRIATION BILL, FISCAL YEAR 1943

Mr, NELSON. Mr. Spesker, I call up
House Resolution 453, and ask for its im-
mediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution (H. Res.
453), as follows:

Resolved, That during the consideration of
the bill (H. R. 6709) making appropriations
for the Department of Agriculture for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, and for other
purposes, all points of order against the bill
or any provisions contained therein are here-
by waived.

Mr, NELSON. Mr, Speaker, as I have
in mind some general agricultural mat-
ters, it is not my thought to devote much
time to a discussion of the rule which I
now present.

The rule is an open one. It is as wide
as the entrance to a hay barn. It fits
farming. Full freedom of action is pro-
vided. We can go “gee” or “haw.”
Speaking in terms of harness for the
farm team, there are no blind bridles, no
stiff bits with cruel curbs. The harness
having both collars and breechbands we
can pull or hold back, as we please. In
plowing up or plowing under we can
backfurrow or split the centers, whether
using a many-bottom plow drawn by
tractor or only a single 14-inch horse-
drawn walking plow. We can follow the
straight furrows in which our parents
took pride or adopt the modern method
of contour cultivation,

There is equally wide choice of farm
implements. In conditioning the ground
there are no restrictions as to types of
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harrows, rollers, or pulverizers, Seed
may be broadcast or sown by drill; plant-
ing, as preferred in corn, a single-row
planter for stump ground, a wider and
speedier planter for most fields. Har-
vesting of wheat may be with binder,
header, or combine. Yes, if the season is
wet and the grain field but a few acres,
resort may be had to the cradle of our
forefathers.

In short, Mr. Speaker, this rule gives
the House absolute freedom of action,
the freedom of the farm. It is the oppo-
site of a so-called gag rule. We can vote
l_.‘:;p or vote down, divide or multiply, every
1tem.

Reversing the usual order, the commit-
tee has had rather full debate before
presentation of the rule. In the course of
this debate some may have become con-
vinced that consideration of certain ac-
tivities should be curtailed or entirely
excluded. With this view I may not in
all cases take issue, but if there is to be
any clearing out of dead timber and
burning of brush, let us do it right here
in this House. Hatchets, axes, and lad-
ders are provided. Were we, for want of
a rule, denied opportunity to pass upon
the controversial items, it is safe to pre-
dict what would happen. That which
was held to be out of order here would
not be out of order over there. The
empty grain sacks that we sent north
might not, it is true, come back in the
amended bill. With the advance of the
season, though, they would be sent south.
Judging from the past, we would receive,
in some form, vhat we had rejected, re-
ceive it carefully wrapped in cellophane.
On the outside of each package would be
written “No alterations necessary. Take
it or leave it.” Then our only recourse
would be through conferees. These
farmer-minded men, hedged about by
rigid rules, while doing their best to ar-
rive at conclusions satisfactory to all the
rest of us, would have a harder job than
saving hay on a rainy day.

Let us then make hay here, make it
while the sun shines, by adopting this
rule and doing the work ourselves—doing
it the way we want it done.

Mr. Speaker, as suggested in my open-
ing statement, I wish briefly now to dis-
cuss two or three matters of general in-
terest to agriculture. However, before
doing so, I mention another thought.
It was brought to my mind this morning
when I opened a Missouri farm paper.
“Let's Be Neighbors” is the caption above
a paragraph under a picture showing a
snow-covered rural mailbox.

In my years in this House I have come
to think of my colleagues as neighbors.
In saying this I refer to those on my
left as well as those on my right. This
center aisle is no “devil’s lane,” such as
in rare cases have marked the boundary
line between fussing farmers.

All of us want to be good friends and
good neighbors, but when worn out and
worried, we may occasionally forget.
You and I, and especially if close contact
has caused us to love the land, have like
longings. With the coming of spring
we grow restless, and sometimes as
snappish as wild animals in a cage. This
feeling, which God made a part of every
normal human being, accounts, I believe,
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for a considerable part of the complaint
heard not only against Congress but
against so many others in places of re-
sponsibility. This is a peevish period.

At such times even a Missourian may
feel like kicking his “houn’ dog aroun’,”
may actually be unkind to man’s most
faithful and forgiving friend. Today is
such a time. For weeks news from the
far-flung battlefront has not been the
best. There is disappointment. The
other fellow, regardless of who he is, is
blamed.

I imagine, Mr. Speaker, that with the
approach of spring you would enjoy
getting back to a Texas barnyard and
getting on your boots a substance which
makes crops grow like magic. Spring-
time on the farm, with colts and calves,
pigs and lambs, has its lure.

I dare say that in our love of Nature
all of us rre much alike. Few are en-
tirely happy here. As an understanding
constituent, a leading farmer, wrote,
“You Members of Congress have your
headaches and your heartaches just as
we at home have.”

Because of conditions over which we
have no control, many of us, I believe,
would prefer not again to be candidates
except for what may seem the call of
duty. For all in this War Congress, these
are trying days. But I must discontinue
such observations.

I speak now directly of farming. The
rule which I have reported, as instructed
by the Rules Committee, seeks to make
in order further consideration of H. R.
6709, a bill making appropriations for
the Department of Agriculture for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, and for
other purposes.

The bill itself is a big one, but small as
compared with the almost 2,000 pages
making up the hearings. Very properly,
the first witness called by the committee
was Secretary of Agriculture Claude R.
Wickard. Now, as a Missourian, I am
naturally interested in this Cabinet posi-
tion, Hon. Norman J. Colman, of St.
Louis, having been the first to fill this
place. Governor Colman, so-called be-
cause he had served as Lieutenant Gover-
nor of Missouri, was editor of Colman’s
Rural World, farm gospel for many folk
half a century ago. He was also a prac-
tical farmer and a breeder and lover of
good horses. Older residents of the Mis-
souri metropolis may still recall seeing
the Governor mounted on a high-wheel
sulkey, driving his entry on the old St.
Louis fair grounds, David M. Houston
and Arthur M. Hyde, both from Missouri,
also served as Secretary of Agriculture.

For the first time in the history of the
United States, we now have as Secretary
of Agriculture one born and reared on a
farm, trained especially for farming, to
which he has devoted his life. Claude R.
Wickard, of Camden, Ind., was born on
a farm that had been in his family since
1840. He has a background of a quarter
century of active farming, having farmed
with his father while in school. He was
graduated from Purdue University, after
which he took over complete manage-
ment of the home farm and was active
in farm organization work. He was
named as a master farmer and his work
in soil building and approved farm prac-
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tices was recognized by outstanding
awards. He was active in the A. A, A,,
being made chief of the corn-hog section
in 1936. He was named Under Secre-
tary of Agriculture in February 1940 and
Secretary in September 1940. He con-
tinues to operate his 380-acre grain and
livestock farm,

So much for some of the men who
have filled the position, but let us now
turn to the consideration of the office
itself. We read:

The Department of Agriculture is charged
by law with acquiring and diffusing among
the people of the United States useful infor-
mation on subjects connected with agricul-
ture in the most general and comprehensive
sense of the term.

Further on we read:

The Secretary of Agriculture exercises gen-
eral supervision and control over the affairs
of the Department and formulates and
establishes general policies to be pursued by
its various branches.

In the Congressional Directory I turn
next to the Department of Labor, duties
of the Secretary, and read:

The Secretary of Labor is charged with
the duty of fostering, promoting, and de-
veloping the welfare of the wage earners of
the United States, in improving their work-
ing conditions, and advancing their oppor-
tunities for profitable employment.

The definitions quoted are in striking
contrast. It must be that the lines deal-
ing with labor were written by an under-
standing friend of those who work with
their hands, who earn their living by the
sweat of their brows. It is militant; it
has meaning. It is no “pussyfoot” pro-
nouncement. I do not know who wrote
concerning the duties of the Secretary
of Agriculture. Surely it was no real
farmer. So far as suggesting equality
for agriculture, the words are weak and
wobbly. Despite this, as we read that
the “Secretary has control over the af-
fairs of the Department,” we realize that
he is not without power.

It is time for agriculture to write a
new charter for itself. Right now give to
our Secretary of Agriculture, a real
farmer, to understand that as he exer-
cises all the authority given him—gen-
eral supervision and control—as he bat-
tles as strongly and as sensibly for agri-
culture as in the past Secretaries of
Labor, able and understanding men, have
battled for labor, as the word is com-
monly used, 10,000,000 farmers and their
families will be back of him. With such
support he need have no fear of being
fired.

From what I have said let it not be
understood that I am endorsing the pres-
ent Secretary of Labor. To fill that posi-
tion there is needed now, as never before,
a real he-man, one who has toiled in
shop, factory, or mine, as the case may be;
one who symbolizes somewhat the village
blacksmith, with mighty muscles and
sinews of steel. I do, though, note with
approval the Department’s desire to serve
those in whose interest it was establish-
ed—to serve these, but never to be un-
mindful of our Nation's needs.

Ilike Secrefary Wickard, If he is given
assurance of strong farmer support,
which, if he is to succeed, he must have,
I believe he will fight. But no general
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can successfully lead e divided army
against a united foe. His duty, whether
or not it is so defined matters little, is to
foster, promote, and develop the welfare
of the farmers of the United States—the
producers, rather than the consumers.
Administrator Henderson is showing
plenty of interest in the latter, in those
who want low-priced food, and who, if
they fail to get it, will blame the farmer,
not the middleman. I want Mr. Wickard
to exercise full power delegated to him
under the Price Control Act. If this
means locking horns, let him lock them.
If he must, let him fight Mr. Henderson,
fight, fight hard, fight like—well, like
MacArthur, fight for the farmer.

Do I want to see the farmer profiteer?
I do not. All the farmer asks is to be
placed in a position—and this means de-
cent prices and sufficient help, real help,
not farmerettes—so that he may be able
to produce the meat, grain, and milk—
food without which the war cannot be
won.

Let farm prices advance just a little
and there goes up from the financial
centers cries of fear of inflation. Or
there are those oversolicitous but ever-
selfish pseudo friends of the farmer who
warn against $23.40 peak hog price or
$400- and $500-acre farm land as a re-
sult of World War No. 1. Farmers have
not forgotten. They want no repetition
of those terrible times. There is no dan-
ger here. The burnt child fears the fire.

Mr. Speaker, I come now to mention
farm help. On January 9, at hearings re-
ferred to, Secretary Wickard, in discuss-
ing farm-productior problems, said:

For a while we sald that we were concerned
about the shortage of skilled labor. Last fall
I made some statements which I thought
were apropos In the situation, then pointing
out that we should not take boys away from
the farms who had been trained, who had
a lifetime of experience in taking care of
dairy herds, livestock herds, poultry farms,
fruit farms, and other things; those activi-
ties must go on, 1 sald, and production should
not be jeopardized. Now we are coming to
the point where we are concerned about the
total supply of labor, unskilled as well as
skilled, and I am afrald that the farm-labor
problem is going to grow worse and worse.
I do not think we can look to machinery to
replace farm labor to a great extent, because
we do not have the metals and other mate-
rials for the machinery.

Since that time, if I may judge from
letters from farmers, the farm-help
shortage is constantly becoming more
serious. Discussing this subject, I wish
to make it very clear that farmers as a
class expect no deferment, and ask none.
Individually, these men, who during most
of their lives work to keep out of the hole,
ask no more favored treatment, except
for the public good, than that given the
golf player who works to get in the hole.
There are, though, many instances in
which the farmers, as individuals, in
order that the food necessary in the win-
ning of the war may be provided, should
be given full consideration by the local
draft board. Only this morning I had a
letter from a farmer who told of the sit-
uation in which he finds himself, with 460
acres of land, a large lot of livestock on
hand, and the local draft board had called
his boy. He said:
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I would like to have my boy released from
service until we can produce this year’s crop.
He will gladly return to service after this crop
is produced. We want to do our full part in
the war, and I truly believe he can do five
times more good on the farm for a few
months.

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. NELSON. I yield with pleasure
to my able colleague.

Mr. EBERHARTER. Did not the local
board defer that young man?

Mr. NELSON. I understand not. I
believe in the utmost patriotism, sincer-
ity, and honesty of the lccal draft boards,
but until they get more definite directions
from General Hershey, they hesitate as
to what they should do. The average
farm boy is the last boy in the world to
ask deferment for military service,

If the food-for-victory campaign fails,
it will not be the farmer's fault. His
8-hour day—8 hours before dinner and
8 hours after dinner—stands for full pro-
duction.

Foocd comes only from our farms. It
is not produced on the sidewalks of New
York. We look with confidence to the
wheat fields, the soybean acres, the corn
fields, the dairy barns, and feed lots, for
what we must have, not only for our-
selves, but later for many of our Allies,
for those who fight with us on the side
of civilization.

Finally, then, Mr. Speaker, I urge adop-
tion of the rule and passage of the agri-
cultural appropriation bill, which it
makes in order.

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I am
not as enthusiastic about this rule as is
my colleague the gentleman from Mis-
souri [Mr. NeLson]. The rule is all he
says it is. I compliment him upon the
unique manner in which he described
the rule. I voted to lay the application
for the rule on the table in the Rules
Committee, along with some other mem-
bers of the committee, because I believe
in the general rules of the House. I am
tired of having the Appropriations Com-
mittee place legislation in appropriation
bills contrary to the rules of the House,
thereby depriving the legislative commit-
tees from having an opportunity to con-
sider and discuss the legislation, for
which purpose they are specifically set
up, created, and qualified. This is a
wide-open rule. This rule says to the
Committee on Appropriations: “All rules
of the House to the contrary notwith-
standing, any legislation you have seen
fit to put in this bill shall be in order.”
That is what the rule says.

Mr. EBERHARTER. In other words,
legislation covering any subject whatso-
ever could be offered as an amendment
to this bill?

Mr. MICHENER. No; the able gen-
tleman is wrong. This rule makes in
order anything that is now in the hill,
even though it is there in violation of
the rules of the House. However, the
rule of germaneness still obtains—that
is, any amendment offered must be ger-
mane to some part of the bill. I am not
going to take any more time, but I do
want to say that if this House retains
the power and the dignity and the use-

Speaker,
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fulness of its legislative committees, it
must never grant an open rule like this
except in matters of extreme necessity.
Such occasions do arise. The House
should embrace such occasions. In my
judgment, suct an occasion does not
arise in reference to this bill. No ques-
tion of national interest is involved.
Therefore, I shall not vote for the rule,
although I appreciate the logic of what
the gentleman from Missouri has said—
to wit, that this bill, if it passes the
House, according to the rules of the
House, will go to the Senate, and then
the Senate will put some riders on it
giving some particular benefits to some
particular farmers, and then the Senate

‘will claim the credit to the farmer and

the Members of the House will not get
the credit. To me that logic has no ap-
peal. I think we ought to stand on our
own feet. I do not think we ought to
pass legislation here that should not be
passed under the rules of the House, sim~
ply because some Senator may get the
credit for putting it into the bill in the
Senate, even though he does it in viola-
tion of the rules of the House.

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
will the gentleman yield?

& Mr. MICHENER. For a short ques-
on.

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. The genfleman
has said that this is against the dignity
of the House. As I understand it, the
rule exists for the convenience of the
House and not the House for the con-
venience of the rules. Would the gentle-
man explain to some of us younger men
why it is that the appropriation and leg-
islative functions are divided in the
House mechanism and organization?

Mr. MICHENER. That is a long story.
I have but 5 minutes. The distinguished
gentleman from Ohio is a diligent stu-
dent and likes to dig into things. I sug-
gest to him that he study the debate in
the House in 1921 at the time the Budget
System and this Appropriations Commit-
tee of 35 members were established. Be-
fore that time much appropriating juris-
diction was in the various legislative
committees. Itisa long story. Thereis a
reason for it. If you want to make this
a supercommittee, then pass rules just
like this, and every time you pass a rule
it makes it easier to pass another similar
rule. In faet, the Committee on Rules
determined earlier in the session that it
would not pass any more rules like this
rule for the Appropriations Committee.
However, here we are again.

Mr. HANCOCEK. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MICHENER. Yes.

Mr. HANCOCK. I think the obvious
answer to the inquiry of the gentleman
from Ohio is that the legislation of the
House covers too wide a scope for any
one committee to handle it.

Mr. MICHENER. I think that is one
good reason.

The hearings before the Appropria-
tions Committee are executive, They are
not public, as they are before other com-
mittees. The hearings are not released
for the public and the Members of the
House until the bill is brought before
the House for consideration. The func-
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tion of the Appropriations Committee is
to report appropriations to implement
laws previously passed by Congress.

Mr. Speaker, this same type of rule
has been sought and secured by this
same subcommittee for the last 3
years. Certainly, this rule does not make
in order emergency legislation. I realize
this rule will be adopted. Maybe, how-
ever, this matter will be considered by
the House and appropriate action taken
when the next similar application comes
up.
Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from New York [Mr. Taserl.

Mr. TABER. Mr, Speaker, I am a
member of the Committee on Appropri-
ations and have been for many years,
during all of my service here in the
House. I do not like the idea of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations bringing in
legislation, especially legislation of a
highly controversial character, and leg-
islation which is bound to get us into
trouble. I am going through this bill as
quickly as I can and without attempting
to discuss the merits of a single item in-
volved. I am going to point out the high
spots of legislation in this bill that are
made in order bv the rule which is under
consideration. For over 100 years the
rule in this House has been that appro-
priation bills should not carry legislation.
That rule has been vioclated sometimes by
unanimous consent. Sometimes with
reference to some war item it must be
violated to a certain extent to give us
the speed that we need, but most gener-
ally it is a rule that deserves honest
observation.

Now the major items in this bill that
are brought in as a result are these: On
the bottom of page 75 there is a contract
authorization to the Secretary of Agri-
culture for the payment of parity pay-
ments, instead of a direct appropriation.
This clearly is not in order without a
rule. I have taken the trouble to figure
up what the payments would be based on
present prices, and those payments would
run, instead of $212,000,000 as last year,
somewhere around $350,000,000 or $400,-
000,000.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr.
Speaker, wil. the gentleman yield for a
question?

Mr. TABER. I would rather not until
I have finished my statement with refer-
ence to this situation.

Now, that contract authorization does
not tell the House what it is up against.
If we are going to have parity payments
we ought to say how much we are going
to spend for it, just as we have in the past,
instead of a blanket contract authori-
zation in the hands of the Secretary.

There is another provision in the pro-
viso beginning on line 13, page 16. There
is another provision with reference to
parity payments on the “ottom of page
78. I am not so sure that that particular
item would be subject to a point of order,
but I do think that the attention of the
House should be called to the item at this
time. It appears to be, and I have under-
stood the majority members of the com-
mittee to contend that that provides a
prohibition against the sale of Govern-
ment-owned stocks of farm commodities
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at less than parity prices. Let me say to
you that it is not a prohibition.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
the gentleman 3 additional minutes,

Mr. TABER. It is not a prohibition.
It is simply a prohibition against the use
of administrative funds appropriated in
that particular paragraph. Funds could
be transferred into the Commodity Cred-
it Corporation under the transferability
clause and a new unit set up in the Com-
modity Credit for the sale of these com-
modities, and right within the scope of
this bill it could be done.

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. 1 hardly have time.
There are two other items that I wish to
cover.

Mr. TARVER. Just for a few ques-
tions.

Mr. TABER. Very well; I yield.

Mr. TARVER. The provision to
which the gentleman refers is not af-
fected by this rule at all?

Mr. TABER. I appreciate that. That
is not legislation. It is a limitation.

Then on page 84 there is an item au-
thorizing the Reconstruction Finance
Corporation to give to the Secretary of
Agriculture $70,000,000 for rehabilitation
loans. That is clearly not in order with-
out a rule. To my mind. that is bad.

Then on page 88 there is an item for
the Reconstruction Finance Corporation
to advance to the Rural Electrification
Administration $10,000,000. I would not
object particularly to that one, although
I think it ought to come out of the Treas-
ury if it is to come.

Then thers is a provision for farm
tenaney, for which funds are supposed to
be provided, on page 80, at the bottom
of the page, $45,000,000 out of the Re-
construction Finance Corporation.

Now, those are the main items. There
are some others, for which I am sure no
rule would be asked, but those are the
main ones. Frankly, they are very in-
volved propositions and should not be
brought up here under a rule, in my
opinion, and carried in an appropria-
tion bill.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota.
gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. I now yield to the gen-
tleman from South Dakota.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. The first
item the gentleman mentioned, the one
with respect to parity payments under
the soil-conservation program—would
that not be in order without a rule, if it
were in a direct appropriation?

Mr. TABER. It would; but it is a
contract authorization, and it is not in
order, and it ought not to be a contract
authorization.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr, SaeaTH].

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, for many
years the Rules Committee has been
criticized for bringing in gag rules and
closed rules. A great deal of that crifti-
cisr came from my colleague and friend
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
Micuener]., Today he objects to an open

Will the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

rule, and I am pleased to say that I more
or less agree with everything he has
stated. I think a broad rule that makes
in order legislation injected by the Ap-
propriations Committee, though there
may be some justification for this appro-
priation, is manifestly unfair to the
legislative committee. The Appropria-
tions Committee is assuming jurisdiction
that is not theirs. I hope this is the last
time that the Appropriations Committee
will come in with a hill legislating for
the Committee on Agriculture.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker,
the gentleman yield?

Mr. SABATH. I only have 5 minutes.

Now, personally I shall vote for the
rule, because I always believe in giving
the Members of the House ample op-
portunity and privilege to vote on any
important proposition.

My colleague, a member of the Rules
Committee, the gentleman from Mis-
souri [Mr. NerLson], has made an ex-
traordinary effort to obtain the special
rule to eliminate any points of order
against many of the provisions in the
bill. I fully appreciate the great
interest he is taking in agriculture,
meaning, of course, the farmers, not only
of his district but of the United States.
However, I fear, in his desire and efforts,
he is urging and fighting for more than
the farmers are entitled to or even asked
for.

He is carrying out the wishes of lead-
ers of the various agricultural organiza-
tions and the farm bloc in the House.

In view that I made it possible that
this rule is before us, making many of
the appropriations in order, I take the
privilege of stating that I feel that the
farm bloc and agriculture in general
should realize and appreciate all that
has been done for them in the last 10
years under the present administration.

Every report and all statistics indicate
the farmers of our country are in better
position today than ever before in the
history of our country, and I feel that
they should desist at this time from urg-
ing and demanding and forcing through
additional unneeded appropriations
when the country is confronted, as it is,
with such a serious situation.

I feel that the farmers are just as
patriotic as any other class of our people,
but they do not seem, as yet, to realize
that our security and liberties and free-
dom are being threatened.

Therefore, I hope that the farm agri-
culturai leaders angd the farm bloe, who
should know and do know, will bring
home to the American farmers the need
of real cooperation, and eliminate per-
sonal selfish interests, so that we can
utilize the funds available for the prose-
cution of the war. And what applies to
the farmers should apply to all Ameri-
cans alike at this critical time.

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Colorado
[Mr. LEwis].

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, today I find
myself in the unpleasant situation of op-
posing, for the second time within a
couple of weeks, a special rule brought in
by the Committee on Rules, of which I
have been a member for several years,
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and for every member of which I have the
highest respect and warmest affection.

I am against this special rule because
it would waive points of order against the
pending Agricultural Department appro-
priation bill. The necessity for this rule
is that the pending Agricultural Depart-
ment bill includes legislative provisions,
which is in violation of clause 2 of rule
XXI of the Standing Rules of the House
of Representatives.

The standing rule prohibiting the in-
clusion of legislation in appropriation
bills was first adopted by the House in
1837—105 years ago. The standing rules
of the House are based on sound legisla-
tive experience; they are founded on
sound principles. When we depart from
these general standing rules or seek to
evade them we are inviting trouble. If
we adopt this special rule we would be
condoning an action by the Committee
on Appropriations which would usurp the
powers and authority of the Committee
on Agriculture. It is wrong in principle.
Much as I regret to be obliged to say so, I
think this special rule ought to be de-
feated.

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Michi-
gan [Mr. DoONDERO].

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to speak out of order
for 5 minutes,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Michigan that he be permitted to
speak out of order for 5 minutes?

There was no objection.

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, on the
10th day of last November the Rivers and
Harbors Committee of this House re-
ported a bill to the House containing
some 231 projects and amounting to
nearly $1,000,000,000. It undoubtedly is
the largest rivers and harbors bill ever
presented to the House of Representa-
tives in the history of this Republic. In
that bill are some 38 projects approved by
agencies of this Government charged
with the responsibility of the defense of
this Nation as being of necessary defense
value. In the committee rivers and har-
bors omnibus bill are many projects of a
confroversial nature. Several of these
projects have heretofore been rejected
by Congress.

I have today introduced a bill limited
to those projects which have been con-
sidered of national defense value.

It reduces the committee bill by some
$600,000,000. The amount of my bill,
containing these urgently needed defense
projects, approximates $400,000,000.

On May 21, 1940, the last rivers and
harbors bill of this Congress was vetoed
by the President. In the President’s
veto message he made a suggestion which
has challenged my attention. I quote
the President:

With respect to the few items in the bill
that are of national defense value, I wou'd
be glad to approve separate legislation cover-
ing these projects,

He said he would consider a rivers and
harbors bill limited to projects of a na-
tional defense value. The Nation was
not at war on May 21, 1940, but the
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Nation is at war now. It must be con-
ceded by everyone that the President's
suggestion of limiting river and harbor
work to projects essential to national
defense is of greater force now than °t
was when he made it in 1940. The bill
which I have introduced today carries
out the suggestion made by the Presi-
dent. And my purpose of introducing
the bill is to eliminate many highly con-
troversial projects, reduce the amount of
the authorization and limit our action to
those projects which will aid the Nation
in winning this war.

Let me remind the House that the pre-
vious rivers and harbors bill, which was
vetoed, totaled only $110,000,000, while
the pending rivers and harbors bill re-
ported by the Rivers and Harbors Com-
mittee, of which I have the honor to be
a member, totals nearly $1,000,000,000, or
nearly 10 times as much. If the Presi-
dent would veto a bill of $110,000,000,
certainly we have no right to expect that
he is going to look with favor upon a bill
of $1,000,000,000,

I repeat, the purposes of introducing
my biil in the House today covering the
38 projects deemed essential to national
defense is to meet the requirements of
the President’s veto message and elimi-
nating many controversial projects, re-
duce substantially the huge total of the
omnibus bill, strengthen the effort of the
Nation in our defense program, and
thereby serve the Nation best. Let us
recognize that the economic structure of
our country is being taxed to the utmost.
We must attune the legislative program
of this Nation to that concept.

In 1his hour of the Nation’s peril, when
the American people are being asked to
practice strict economy, practice self-
denial, purchase Defense bonds, and con-
tribute from the national income vast
sums of money to carry on the Nation’s
war effort, we can encourage them and
merit their confidence by our effort in
the legislative branch of their Govern-
ment to restrict our expenditures to those
essentials for the preservation of our
present form of government and the
American way of life.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr, DIRKSEN].

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, I also yield
the gentleman 3 additional minutes.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, as a
member of the Appropriations Commit-
tee and as a member of the subcommittee
who helped in the preparation of this
bill, I trust the rule will be adopted.
There are 14 or 15 legislative and limi-
tation provisions in the bill. They are
clearly out of order, and the committee
has no authority to report them. It
thereforé becomes necessary to get a rule
to retain them in the bill. I recognize
all the arguments that have been made
against the adoption of a rule of this
kind. First, that the committee ex-
ceeded its authority, which is correct;
secondly, that it is an invasion of the
legislative prerogatives of legislative
committees, which is also correct; that it
lends itself to abuses, and I admit that
freely. But when all is said and done,
there has got to be some latitude, ¥You
cannot generalize too freely on provisions
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of this kind. Perhaps the best answer
to the whole matter will lie in an analysis
of the provisions in the bill to which ob-
jection has been made,

First, let me say that there is no com-
mittee that gets the perspective of a Gov-
ernment agency or a governmental de-
partment like the Committee on Appro-
priations. We have been in the commit-
tee for b weeks, early and late, mornings
and afternoons, on this bill. There has
been a constant parade of chiefs and
bureau heads before us, so that we get a
clear perspective of policy, administra-
tive procedure, difficulties, abuses, and
everything else that goes to make up de-
partmental practice. In view of that
fact, the committee can often recom-
mend things that are in the public in-
terest which would take interminable
time if we had to resort to legislation.

For instance, there is a provision here
to provide for cooperation with the State
of Florida in connection with the Semi-
nole Indian Reservation. The reason
that is included is because the deer in
Florida are the host to the cattle tick.
When they escape to the Seminole In-
dian Reservation you cannot get them.
The Bureau of Animal Industry cannot
eliminate cattle ticks unless it has au-
thority to cooperate with the State. So
we ask that it be waived, and it would
be waived if the rule is adopted.

There is a provision here for taking
fees from the timber service and turning
them back so that they inure to the ben-
efit of private industry. It would take
a long time to provide legislation on that
subject. A bill would have to be intro-
duced and there would have to be hear-
ings. Why not waive it now in the
interest of the public service?

There is a provision here for consoli-
dating some laboratories. This would
save money, it will put research under
one roof, and it is very definitely in the
interest of the public good.

That is one reason why the rule ought
to be adopted. The second is that there
are administrative difficulties in every de-
partment with which you have to deal,
and the only way you can deal with them

‘efficaciously is by putfing in some limi-

tation in an appropriation bill or perhaps
by including a waiver.

For instance, there is an item with re-
spect to travel fees for those who are in
the farm-inspection service, where they
travel within the confines of a certain
city. Should we go to the trouble of
bringing in a separate bill to cover a
little item like that? Yet we cannot in-
clude it unless the rule is adopted.

The Agricultural Adjustment Admin-
istration, for example, does $6,000,000
worth of work for the Crop Insurance
Corporation. This represents a sizable
sum. You have to make a provision for
transfer of that money to the Agricul-
tural Adjustment Administration. There-
fore, it constitutes a legislative provi-
sion in the bill. Should it not be waived
in the public interest and in the interest
of good administration? My own answer
is that it should be.

There is a provision for making it
possible for the Farm Credit Administra-
tion to exact in advance fees for exami-
nations from the Federal land banks and
other credit agencies. If you do not do
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this, they will have to come back after a
while and ask for a separate appropria-
tion. Why go through all of this legis-
lative procedure when that can be done
here expeditiously and in the interest of
good administrative procedure?

There is a sliding scale provided for
cutting down the money made availahle
to the Sceretary of Agriculture. The
reason for that provision in the bill is
that after we had instituted a number of
curtailments in the appropriations we
could not tell definitely how much the
Secretary’s office ought to be diminished.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield the
gentleman 1 additional minute.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, there are
some items in controversy like the parity
item. May I say that the House is not
foreclosed in its right to deal with the
matter. It can delete it. An amendment
can be offered on the floor to delete it if
the Committee of the Whole so desires.
So that the House, after all, is serving a
useful purpose in adopting the rule, re-
taining good legislative provisions here
that are necessary, and not call for the
interminable procedure of going through
legislative committees, yet retaining its
right to knock out any provision if it so
desires. The House loses no rights or
privileges. The rule, therefore, should be
adopted.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10
minutes to the gentleman from Missouri
[Mr. Cannon].

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, this is the usual rule. It is a routine
rule. Itisthe same rule we had last year
on this bill and the same rule we had th
year before, |

Furthermore, it is a necessary rule. It
is a rule without which we cannot have
adequate consideration of this bill. It
is a rule without which the House of
Representatives cannot adequately and
efficiently discharge its duties in the en-
actment of this legislation.

It has been said here by a distinguished
gentleman from Illinois that he opposes
this rule because he wants to save money.
That is exactly what this rule does. It
saves money. For example, instead of
making an appropriation for parity pay-
ments, the item to which my friend from
New York referred just now, under this
rule we merely authorize commitments.
We save $212,000,000 on that item alone.

Mr. Speaker a special rule is like a sur-
geon’s knife. It is a sharp instrument.
It is capable of doing either much good
or much evil. We have had rules in days
gone by which were in effect gags under
which you could neither amend nor de-
bate. But here you have a rule whick
extends and enlarges the privileges both
of debate and amendment. A gag rule
limits and contracts the rights of the
Member. This rule broadens and extends
the privileges of the Member, It provides
a broader field and a wider latitude in
the consideration of the bill—one of the
most important of all the supply bills of
the session.

But they say it authorizes the consid-
eration of items and provisions which
would otherwise be subject to a point of
order. That is true. That is true of
every regular supply bill reported to the
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House. All of them, and this bill in par-
ticular, carry and have always carried
items that are subject to points of order.
Such items have been carried year after
year and will continue to be carried in
this bill and, more or less, in all supply
bills.

I recal. that in the Sixty-fifth Con-
gress, Thomas L. Blanton, of Texas, was
elected to the House—one of the most
useful and most remarkable men who
ever sat as a Member of this body, and
one of the most indefatigable. Shortly
after he came to the House he spent an
entire summer vacation studying rules
anc. procedure and the following session,
when the first supply bill came in, he
secured a chair and took his seat here in
the Well of the House. That was before
the day of the microphone and it was
sometimes difficult to hear either the
Clerk at the desk or the Members on the
floor. So he took his seat down here in
front of the desk and as the bill was read
lodged a point of order against every
provision on which there was any ques-
tion of authorization or legislation. And
when the Clerk finished reading the bill
it had been stripped clean. Little was
left but the skeleton when it went to the
Senate.

But note the aftermath. When the
bill came back from the Senate every
item that had gone out on a point of
order had been restored. Mr., Blanton
was quick to see the futility of the pro-
ceedings. He had not only failed to ac-
complish anything by his parliamentary
crusade against the bill but in the process
he had brought about two untoward re-
sults. In the first place, he had deprived
the House of its constitutional right to
initiate legislation and, in the second
place, he had prevented the considera-
tion of some of the most important fea-
tures of the bill on their merits,

And that is what failure to adopt this
rule will do. It will arbitrarily and sum-
marily eliminate many items in the bill
without giving the House the opportunity
to either debate or vote on them. Would
it not be better to take up these items
and debate them and then either vote
them down or vote them up as the House
prefers? Is not it better to let all Mem-
bers of the House pass on them than to
let one Member of the House throw them
out on a point of order? The fact that
we have this rule will not prevent the
House from voting to strike them out if
it wants to strike them out. The rule
merely gives the House the opportunity
to pass on them, That is what we are
here for.

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to
the gentleman from Missouri, a member
of the Committee on Rules and the pro-
ponent of the pending resolution.

Mr. NELSON. In other words, the
only question is whether the House shall
write this legislation or whether it shall
be written in part by another body. )

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. That is
precisely the question involved in the
adoption or rejection of this resolution—
whether we shall be permitted to debate
these items on their merits and then
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vote them up or down, as the House after
deliberation defermines, or whether the
House shall have no voice in their adop-
tion or rejection And not least, whether
the House shall have an opportunity to
exercise its constitutional prerogative to
initiate legislation.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to
my colleague the gentleman from Mis-
souri,

Mr. WILLTAMS. Can the gentleman
tell us what are the main items in this
bill which this rule is designed to pro-
tect?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. There are
40 or 50 such items in the bill. I would
not have time to cite them in the minute
I have remaining; but the gentleman
from New York enumerated the major
items and emphasized 2 of them in
particular. One was the provision on
parity payments, under which, as I have
said, we propose, instead of appropriat-
ing $212,000,000, to authorize the Sec-
retary of Agriculture to make commit-
ments,

The purpose of that amendment is to
save money, to reduce appropriations be-
cause if it goes out on a point of order it
will be either reinserted in the Senate or
be superseded by an appropriation of
$212,000,000 as in the current law.

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to
the gentleman from Wisconsin.

Mr. MURRAY. The gentleman would
not like to leave the impression with his
colleagues or with the people of this
country that the Committee on Agricul-
ture is not perfectly capable of handling
agricultural legislation? S

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. The larger
number of items in the bill to which this
rule refers are not questions of legisla-
tion, but questions of authorization, so
small and in such detail that it would be
impracticable for any committee of the
House to initiate legislation merely to
make them in order. Some of them have
been carried in this bill for 35 years.

Mr. MURRAY. This is the fourth year
I have been in the Congress. I should
like to state that I believe one member
of the Committee on Agriculture, the
gentleman from Geovgis [Mr. Pacel,
knows more about agricultural legisla-
tion than any group of people on the
floor of the House.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I heartily
join the gentleman in the fine tribute he
pays to the gentleman from Georgia. It
will be observed that the gentleman from
Georgia favors giving the House an op-
portunity to debate these guestions and
then vote on them, instead of knocking
them out on technical points of order, to
be returned by another body.

Mr., Speaker, I trust the House will
follow the usual routine and agree to the
resolution in order to have the advantage
of the combined knowledge and wisdom
of the House in the consideration of this
important legislation.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr, NELSON. Mr, Speaker, I move the
previous question on the resolution.
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The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
agreeing to the resolution.

The question was taken; and on a di-
vision (demanded by Mr. TABer) there
were—ayes 93, noes 30.

So the resolution was agreed to.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own re-
marks in the REcorp and include therein
an address delivered by the Honorable
Eugene Casey at the Washington day
dinner at Fort Worth, Tex., on February
23, 1942,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Texas?

There was no objection.

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE APFPRO-
PRIATION BILL, FISCAL YEAR 1943

Mr, TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House resolve itself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union for the further con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 6709) making
appropriations for the Department of
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1943, and for other purposes.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill H. R. 6709, with

| Mr. RamspEcK in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr.
Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. How
much time in general debate remains?

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the
order of the House on yesterday there
are 1'% hours of general debate today.

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
10 minutes to the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. PoAGE].

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Chairman, I feel
that possibly we should give some serious
consideration to the whole purpose of the
agricultural program as we approach a
vote on this bill. I think there is a great
deal of misunderstanding on the part of
many of our people about. the purpose of
any agricultural appropriation bill. I
think it is unfortunate that we have
Members who, in all good faith, stand
here in this Well and make the charges
that have been made quite recently to
the effect that the farmers are already
getting more than they ought to get and
that there is not any reason for passing
a bill simply to give the farmers some
more gravy out of the Public Treasury.

I do not know whether all of you re-
ceived the pamphlet I received this morn-
ing from the Agricultural Adjustment
Administration or not. I am sure if you
did that many of you have not read it,
because we all receive a great many things
we do not have time to read. But I hope
you will take time to read and study this
pamphlet. It is short. It is clear. It
gives up-to-the-minute figures which I
think are exceedingly interesting. It
shows graphically the comparison be-

tween the income of the farmers today
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and in 1929, and the income in nonfarm
%;ggps of our cities and the income in

We all look back upon 1929 as that
great year in which everybody was mak-
ing so much money. We talk about the
great income of our industries and the
high wages and the universal employ-
ment at that time. In 1929 farm prices
were 20 percent higher than they are
today, yet industrial wages are today
higher than they have ever been in the
history of the Nation. The nonfarm in-
come today is greater than it was in 1929,
but the farmers’ income is only 80 percent
of what it was in 1929. I am quoting
from figures released just this morning
by the Department of Agriculture.

Those figures, in another way, show
that the income of the average citizen
today will buy one-fourth more food
than it would buy in 1929, and yet when
we dare to suggest that the farmer is
justly entitled to get parity for his prod-
ucts we are told, “Oh, it will set off an
unhappy inflationary spiral that will
wreck us all.” Possibly those who pre-
sent that line of argument do so be-
lieving they are correct, but I cannot
feel that they have though this thing
through. How is it possible to set off
that dangerous, inflationary spiral sim-
ply by bringing the farmozrs’ income up
to something like what it was back in
the days when everybody was employed
and prosperous. Even in 1929 the
farmer was the least prosperous element
in our population.

Today the farmer is making less than
he was; today the average city man is
making more than he was; and yet I do
not think anyone who can think back
12 or 13 years will deny the fact that
even in those days the farmer got a rela-
tively small percentage of the national in-
come. I simply think that those of us
who criticize the efforts that are being
made to improve agriculture, who criti-
cize every appropriation that is made to
enable agriculture to improve its own
situation, should give some thought to
the disparity that exists between agri-

cultural and nonagricultural groups. I .

want to call your attention, too, to a very
unfair statement that is made so often
when the appropriation bill comes up for
agriculture. Statements are made, or the
statement was made last year, because,
of course, this bill has $400,000,000 or
more than that; nearly one-half billion
cut out from what it was last year. Yet
we were told that Congress had appro-
priated a billion dollars to give to the
farmers. And some of you do not realize
or do not seem to realize that there was
but $212,000,000 of that that went out in
the way of the parity payments about
which they are talking. Less than one-
fifth of the sum total of the agricultural
appropriation bill was distributed in the
form of those payments that it is so often
said were made to the farmer.

Most of that billion dollars was used to
operate the various agencies of the De-
partment of Agriculture, I am talking
now about those bills that have been criti-
cized so severely in the past, when the
agricultural appropriation included, for
instance, the Bureau of Public Roads. I
do not know why the farmer should bhe
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blamed for all the cost of transporting
all the products from New York City to
Atlanta by truck, yet that is being done
and it is all charged to agriculture, as
are all of the activities of the Department
of Agriculture, including such agencies as
the food stamps and the Farm Security
which are in large part direct relief
agencies giving even larger benefits te
cities than to rural areas. Every one of
the activities of one of the most far-
reaching departments of the Nation has
been charged up to the farmer. We have
been told on this floor by Members who,
apparently, did not know any better, that
all of that billion dollars per year was
being given to the farmer as parity pay-
ments. About 20 cents out of the dollar
of your last agricultural appropriation
bill was used to make these adjustment
payments to your farmer.

So I beseech those of you who are so
ready to stand here and speak of pay-
ments you are going to make to the farm-
er, and who charge that they are caus-
ing the prices in this country to go into
an inflationary spiral, to think of the
facts for a moment before being so free
with criticism. This bill specifically pro-
vides that no parity payments shall be
made except where payments are re-
quired to bring the farmer's price up to
parity. Let us enact legislation like this
bill, and bring the price of farm prod-
ucts up to a parity. I am not asking that
you give the farmer more than his share,
I am not asking that you pay him over-
time or double time for the times he
works on Sundays, or for the long after-
noons he works long after every shop is
closed in the surrounding towns, nor for
the hours he puts in before daylight. I
am not asking you to pay anything to
him except a mere parity, which would
assure him, if he should be raising cotton,
about 18 cents an hour for his work. I
do ask you that you at least leave the
present level, which will permit him to
make about 18 cents an hour for his work.
I don't ask you to give him double time
or time and a half, but just enough for
his crop so that he will make 18 cents an
hour. Let us pass a bill here that will
enable the farmer to know that he will
receive parity for what he grows, let us
have a bill that will enable him by the
sale of his own products to get a reason-
able price, and if you do, you will not
have to pay out any subsidies to the
farmer,

Mr. KEERR. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield? .

Mr, POAGE., Yes.

Mr. EERR. As I understand it the
farmers of this country constitute about
one-third of our population. Will the
gentleman tell us what percentage of the
national income the farmer receives for
his products?

Mr. POAGE. About 9 percent.

Mr. KERR. My recollection is that it
is just a little more than that.

Mr. POAGE. It may run as high as 11
percent, if you include the payments that
the Government has made.

Mr. KERR. And one-third of the peo-
ple of the Nation, who do a business quite
as important as any other business, re-
ceive less than 11 percent of the na-
tional income.
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Mr. POAGE. That is right, and I
do not think anybody can contend that
the farmers are robbing the public when
that is all they get.

Mr. FLANNAGAN. Mr.
will the gentleman yield?

Mr, POAGE. Yes.

Mr. FLANNAGAN. A statement was
inserted in the REcorp yesterday, giving
the percentages from 1930 to 1940, and in
1940 the farm income was 7.2 percent of
the national income,

Mr. POAGE. Yes. For a long time
it was 7 percent, and even now, with Gov-
ernment aid, it is less than 11 percent.
In any event, the farmer is not getting
his fair share of the national income,
and unless the farmer’s income is in-
creased, he simply will not be able to
increase food production as is needed to
win the war., The farmer is not going
to strike, but farm labor is scarce and
high, farm machinery is scarce and costs
lots of money. The cost of farming has
been going up rapidly. No matter how
willing the farmer is to work long hours
and 7 days per week, he simply cannot
produce the needed crops unless we see
to it that he has enough income to pay
his running cost.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Texas has expired.

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 15 minutes to the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. TREADWAY].

CIVILIAN DEFENSE BUNGLING

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman,
with our very existence as a Nation at
stake; with every effort being made to
build up our military and naval strength
so that we may crush the forces of ag-
gression who would enslave us, it is im-
perative that we have national unity,
and above all, confidence in our Govern-
ment.

We must have that unity and confi-
dence if we are going to win this war.

Therefore, it behooves us, as Members
of the legislative branch of our Govern-
ment, to do all we can to promote unity
and confidence, and fo put down and do
away with those things which tend to
undermine them.

To my mind, nothing is doing more to
undermine public confidence than the
bungling and frivolous manner in which
g vital and important branch of our de-
fense program—the matter of civilian
defense—has been and is being carried
on,
Of course, the Office of Civilian De-
fense is a relatively new agency, organ-
ized to deal with a matter about which
we, in this country, have had no previous
experience., Some mistakes might there-
fore be anticipated and condoned, but we

Chairman,

“have the right to expect that the respon-

sible officials of that agency would at
least have some slight conception of the
object and purpose for which-it was pri-
marily created, or ought to have been
created, namely, the protection of civil-
ian life and property. The sad fact is,
however, that they have not demon-
strated any such understanding. In-
stead of concentrating their activities on
air-raid precautions, they have used a
large part of their funds to carry on vari-
ous sociological and entertainment pro-
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grams more related to Sunday-school
picnics than to the fierce realities of war.

While our people throughout the coun-
try have been crying out for instructions
as to what to do in case of an air raid,
and how to take measures for their pro-
tection; while they vainly seek instruc-
tion in the use of gas masks, in the han-
dling of incendiary bombs, and in first-
aid work; while they await the produc-
tion and distribution of gas masks. steel
helmets, auxiliary fire-fighting appa-
ratus, and other necessary equipment,
what do we find the vital and important
Office of Civilian Defense to be doing?

Up until the time Dean Landis re-
cently took charge of that agency, it was
devoting its energies and funds in a large
measure to such frivolous activities as
these:

Hiring a professional dancer, at $4,600
per year, to “develop dancers, rhythmic
exercises, and the like, particularly for
children who might be congregated to-
gether in times of disaster, such as air
raids and the like.”

Hiring a Hollywood movie star to ar-
range for public entertainments.

Hiring a colored track star, at $3,200
per -year, to serve as a “roving staff as-
sistant” on racial relations.

Hiring a number of racial relations ad-
visers at $4,600 per year,

Hiring a newspaperman, at $12.77 per
day and expenses, to go around the coun-
try writing “human-interest stories” re-
lating to civilian defense.

Hiring a football coach, at $4,600 per
year, to promote sporting exhibitions of
all kinds and encourage physical recrea-
tion programs.

Hiring a consultant on labor problems
at $22.22 per day.

Setting up a EKnow Your Govern-
ment Division, with a chief receiving
$8,000 per year, consultants receiving up
to $22.22 per day and expenses, and a
number of other highly paid executives.

Sztting up a Physical Fitness Division,
with a large number of high-salaried em-
ployees receiving up to $5,600 annually.

Setting up a Youth Activities Division
to carry on various activities among the
younger people.

None of these activities and others I
could mention have the slightest rela-
tionship to the ostensible purpose of the
Office of Civilian Defense, which ought
to be to provide for the protection of life
and property in case of air raids. Just
why they should have been allowed to
have been carried on in the first place
is difficult to understand, but what is
most deplorable is that many of these
activities are still to be continued under
the new head of the agency, Dean Landis,
of the Harvard Law School.

It is true tha, Mr. Landis has made
some changes in the organization which
he inherited from his predecessor, which
do away with some of the criticisms
which have been leveled against it.

However, in the case of the Physical
Fitness Division, its activities and per-
sonnel are simply being transferred to
another Government agency, under Mr.
McNutt. The public money will thus
continue to be spent for the physical-
fitness programs.
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Mr. Landis has definitely stated that
the activities being carried on by Mr.
Melvyn Douglas, the movie star, will be
continued despite the recent action by
Congress in prohibiting the use of any
of the $100,000,000 civilian-defense fund
for public entertainments, dancing, and
so forth.

Testifying last week before the Joint
Committee on Nonessential Federal Ex-
penditures, of which I have the honor
to be a member, Mr. Landis pointed out
that the administrative funds for his
agency come not from a direct appro-
priation by Congress but from emer-
gency funds allocated to it by the Presi-
dent, which are not subject to the limi-
tation which Congress recently imposed.
This is just another example of how the
will of Congress can be thwarted by Gov-
ernment agencies through the use of
lump-sum appropriations.

It will be recalled that the Office of
Civilian Defense was created by Execu-
tive order of the President on May 20,
1941. It is an agency or division of the
Office for Emergency Management, for
the support of which Congress has ap-
propriated lump-sum amounts to the
President. The first allotment made to
the agency by the President was in the
amount of $931,000, of which there had
been spent, up to January 31, 1942, some
$365,000, of which $126,000 went for
travel allowances. The agency has a
total personnel of over 800, of whom 117
serve without compensation. The pres-
ent pay roll, on an annual basis, is ap-
proximately $1,500,000, not counting the
salaries of 99 employees who are on loan
from other agencies.

The President’s Executive order set-
ting up the Office of Civilian Defense
provides that the Director shall coordi-
nate Federal and State activities, assist
State and local governments in establish-
ing defense councils and other agencies
for civilian defense, plan measures de-
signed to afford adequate protection of
life and property in the event of emer-
gency, sponsor the training of civilians
in different civilian defepse programs,
and so on. Section 5 provides for the
establishment of a voluntary participa-
tion committee to serve as an advisory
and planning body “in considering pro-
posals and developing programs designed
to sustain national morale and to provide
opportunities for constructive civilian
participation in the defense effort.”
Section 6 empowers the Director to “ap-
point such additional advisory commit-
tees with respect to State and local coop-
eration, national morale, civil defense
planning, civilian participation, and re-
lated defense activities, as he may find
necessary or desirable.”

It was under sections 5 and 6 of the
Executive order that the so-called “frills
and furbelows” of the Office of Civilian
Defense were set up. It is now apparent
that some of these activities, instead of
building up national morale, have tended
to undermine the faith of the people in
their Government, which we must all ad-
mit is a serious thing, especially in time
of war. Legislative action by the Con=-
gress restricting the Office of Civilian
Defense to activities directly connected
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with the protection of civilian life and
property is clearly called for under the
circumstances.

Recently Congress passed an act au-
thorizing an appropriation of $100,000,-
000 to provide protection of persons and
property from bombing attacks. When
this legislation was before the House, a
provision was originally written into the
bill transferring the Office of Civilian
Defense to the War Department. This
action was taken largely as a result of
the dissatisfaction with, and criticism of,
the administration of the agency under
its civilian head, and because of the feel-
ing that the nllitary authorities were
better qualified to carry on the work.
This provision was subsequently elimi-
nated in the Senate, and was not a part
of the act as finally passed. I am of the
opinion that the House acted wisely at
the time, and I hope the transfer of the
agency to the War Department will
again be given consideration.

When the appropriation bill providing
the $100,000,000 of civilian defense funds
was subsequently before the House, a°
limitation was written into the measure
prohibiting the use of any of the money
“to promote, produce, or carry on in-
structions or to direct instructions in
physical fitness by dancers, fan dancing,
street shows, theatrical performances, or
other public entertainments.” The Sen-
ate retained the provision and it became
law. Unfortunately, however, it has not
been effective in stopping the activities
which it clearly prohibited, the reason
being that the limitation applied only
to the $100,000,000 appropriated by the
bill, and not to the emergency funds
previously allocated to the Office of
Civiliau Defense by the President. The
gentleman from New York [Mr. Tager]
made an effort to amend the hill so that
the limitation would have applied to all
funds used for civilian defense, from
whatever source obtained, but his
amendment was ruled out of order as
constituting legislation on an appropri-
ation bill. Hence further action by the
Congress is necessary in order that its
effort to restrict the use of civilian de-
fense funds to the protection of civilian
life and property may be made effective.

At the hearing last week before the
Joint Committee on Nonessential Federal
Expenditures the following colloquy with
reference to this matier occurred be-
tween Director Landis and the senior
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McKEL-
LAR]:

Senator McEEeLrar, Then, as I understand
it, notwithstanding the limitation that the
law put on it, you are using other moneys
that come into your hands for carrying on
these things that you are prohibited by law
from using this appropriation for, is that
right?

Mr, Lanpis, Well, in a sense, that is right.

Senator McEKELLAR, In a sense. I think it
is absolutely right in all senses. I think
what you are doing is just using the funds
that come into your hands in another way
for the very purpose that you are prohibited
from using them by this law.

When Mr. Landis said he would follow
the limitation set up in the $100,000,000
cidvéli(s{n defense fund, Senator McKELLAR
added:
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Benator MCEKrLLAR. But you use the money
that comes Into your hands from other
sources In direct viclation of that law. In
other words, what happens is this: You have
got a fund coming from two sources. The
-larger part of that fund of $100,000,000 comes
from Congress under a law that prohibits you
from using it for certain purposes, and yet
you indirectly evade that law by spending
for these prohibited activities, by using the
other fund on the ground that that it Is not
hedged about with that prohibition.

Senator MCEKELLAR thus makes clear
that until Congress regains control of all
the funds going to the Office of Civilian
Defense many of the activities which
have been subject to criticism because
they have no direct relation to civilian
defense will be continued. Congress has
already definitely stated its intent in the
matter, and while the Office of Civilian
Defense may be within the letter of the
law in continuing to carry on certain pro-
hibited programs with Presidential funds
not within the reach of the congressional
prohibition, it certainly is not within the
spirit or purpose of the law in so doing.

Not only has the Office of Civilian De-
fense wasted public money sorely needed
for civilian defense by engaging in non-
essential and frivolous activities, but it
is filled with incompetents and misfits
who are not capable of carrying on its
primary functions. A large part of the
personnel were recruited from other
Government agencies, including the
W. P. A, and few have the slightest qual-
ifications for the work in which they are
engaged. Should any section of our
country be subjected fo an air raid, this
incompetence may result in a tragic and
unnecessary loss of life and property. A
thorough housecleaning is in order, and
it cannot come too soon. No effort
should be spared to secure the most qual-
ified and experienced persons to carry
out this important program.

While I realize it may be difficult to
secure the services of persons experi-
enced in actual dir raids, at least it
should be possible to place at the head
of the agency, and in key posts, men who
have at least made a thorough study of
the subject.

There must be some people in this
country who have witnessed at first hand
the air-raid measures taken in England
and who are acquainted with their work-
ings. Certainly our military authorities
have some knowledge of the matter.

Measures have been introduced in the
other branch looking to the transfer of
the Office of Civilian Defense to the War
Department, and I am in hopes that they
will be favorably considered so that the
House, which has previously voted for
the transfer, may again have the oppor-
tunity to act on the matter.

In the meantime the least the officials
of the agency can do is confine their ac-
tivities to matters strictly related to the
protection of life and property. Our
people are not interested in rhythmic
dancing, physical-fitness programs, or
public entertainments. These will not
save them from bomb splinters or protect
their homes from fires caused by incen-
diary bombs, They are simply a waste of
public funds, which results only in under-
mining morale and shaking public con-
fidence,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

I agree 100 percent with Senator Byrbp,
of Virginia, chairman of the Joint Com-
mittee on Nonessential Federal Expendi-
tures, in saying to Dean Landis:

I want to make the suggestion that the best
way to restore the confidence of the people of
the country in the Government, in my judg-
ment, is to strip the organization of these
useless frills, stop talking about the physical-
fitness part of it. 1 do not think they have
any place whatever in the organization. The
activities of the organization should be de-
voted to what may be regarded as actual
protective defense.

Likewise I agree with the gentleman
from North Carolina [Mr. DouGHTONI,
also a member of the joint committee,
who said:

The morale of the people seems to be
greatly - disturbed, the unity of the people
seems to be seriously affected by the publicity
that has been given to what has taken place
in your agency, and it is going to make, in my
opinion, the financing of our war program
much more difficult. The taxpayers are com-
plaining. They are complaining in the most
critical way, the most critical language. They
are willing to support the war program, they
are anxious to do it, they are anxious to
cooperate in every way, but they are criticiz-
ing certain things that the agencies them-
selves are doing. They are using that as an
excuse, in my Judgment, as a reason for
failing to wholeheartedly cooperate in this
war effort, paying the taxes, giving up their
boys, their husbands to go into the Army.
« "+ * T think it Is more serious than a
lot of people realize.

Not only is this true of the general
public, but the voluntary civil-defense
workers in the local communities are
themselves losing heart in their work,
many of them, because of their inability
to secure equipment, instruction, and co-
operation from Washington. Virtually
the whole burden of civilian defense has
fallen on the State and local govern-
ments, and on the individual voluntary
workers, who in many instances have had
to go to great personal expense in secur-

'ing what little equipment they have. My

own State of Massachusetts recently ap-
propriated $2,500,000 for civilian defense,
and I assume other States have taken
similar action.

Of course, the State and local govern-
ments have some responsibility in the
matter, and it is proper that they should
share the expense of protecting their
people, which I know they will do. But
they expect, and should receive, full co-
operation from Washington.

The $100,000,000 fund which Congress
has provided contemplates the spending
of $57,200,000 for emergency fire-fighting
equipment, $29,900,000 for gas masks,
$8,000,000 for steel helmets, protective
clothing, and insignia, and $4,900,000 for
emergency medical supplies and equip-
ment. These are all to be supplied to
the local communities on the basis of
need, indicating that those communities
which can are supposed to take care of
their own requirements to the extent of
their ability to do so.

Let me say in conclusion that I do not
wish to seem too critical of Mr. Landis,
who only recently took over the respon-
sibilities as head of the Office of Civilian
Defense. Most of the activity about
which such severe complaints have been
made occurred before he assumed office,
He has already made certain improve-
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ments in the agency and doubtless will
make more. In 30 days he is to report
back to the Joint Committee on Non-
essential Expenditures regarding the re-
forms he is now undertaking. However,
he must carry out his orders, and he con-
strues those orders as requiring the con-
tinuation of certain functions which I
believe a majority of the Congress and
certainly the majority of our citizens feel
ought to be discontinued.

Hence, it is desirable that the Congress
legislate on the matter, transferring the
office to the War Department, where it
belongs, and preserihing definite limita-
tions under which the agency shall func-
tion, so as to confine its activities to
strictly protective measures.

We learned our lesson at Pearl Harbor
by not being prepared. Let us not re-
peat it in the matter of civilian defense.
It is nothing short of a crime the way
this important program has been bungled
thus far.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, TREADWAY. Certainly.

Mr, CRAWFORD. Does the gentle-
man believe that it is entirely possible for
the people of this country to be united
upon the matter of prosecuting this war,
and at the same time also impossible for
us to bring about unity on a lot of ques-
tions which are not incidental to the war,
but which can be deferred until the war
proposition is settled?

Mr. TREADWAY. I think the great
trouble with the whole situation is that
the executive department takes on to
itself rights and privileges not granted
by the Congress. We are here either to
aid in the prosecution of the war with a
unity of purpose to accomplish the de-
feat of our opponents, or we better not
try to legislate at all, if we cannot have
the harmony that must occur in legis-
lation to prosecute the war. The gentle-
man understands that matters that I
have referred to in my remarks are from
hearings held last week by the committee
on nondefense items, and that Senator
Byrp, Senator McEELLAR, and the dis-
tinguished gentleman from North Caro-
lina [Mr. DouecHTON] all very seriously
criticized this method of carrying on the
procedure to which I have referred, un-
der so-called civic defense, which has
nothing whatever to do with the Execu-
tive protecting our people back home and
supplying them with gas masks and all
of the equipment necessary to defense in
time of war.

Mr. CRAWFORD. That is the matter
which I had in mind.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Massachusetts has ex-
pired.

Mr, TARVER, Mr. Chairman, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Florida
[Mr. SigEs].

Mr. SIKES. Mr. Chairman, today the
future of Farm Security Administration
must be decided. But let us not decide it
in terms of dollars and cents. Let us talk
about something more important than
dollars and cents. Let us talk about
human values, about freedom from want,
about rehabilitation in citizenship. Those
are the things I have seen come from the
work of the Farm Security Administra-
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tion, and to me they transcend dollars
and cents.

Surely every man here knows of the
tragic circumstances to which the small
farmers were reduced during the past 15
years. Time affer time we have seen
sharecroppers, tenants, even landowners
who were destitute. Many of them were
broken in health and broken in spirit.
Year after year they were beaten down
into the soil they tilled. Yet I have seen
those people brought back, seen them
made useful, seen them taught to be of
self-sustaining, seen them achieve a de-
gree of independence. I have seen those
things happen in the lean years, to peo-
ple who could be reached only through
one agency, the rural rehabilitation pro-
gram of farm security.
it cost a lot of money. Actually it costs
very little to help one of these families,
but whatever the cost, we have got some-
thing to show for it.

Why were those people destitute?
Were they willing to work? If they got
hungry, if their children died because
there was no money to buy medicine, if
they learned to steal, whose fault was it?
A benevolent society often found it easy
to say they were too sorry to work, that
they got what they deserved.

As a matter of fact, to work was all that
most little farmers knew, They were
born to toil, year in and year out. In
the cold and wet of winter or the heat
and drought of summer it was always the
same. Sick or well, the crops had to be
tended. Ragged clothes, broken-down
furniture, the picture seldom changed.
And always in the fall the same pitiful
little pile of produce, going to pay debts
and interest. Sometimes they were
stripped of their meager resources by
crop failure or bad prices; sometimes by
grasping landlords or supply agents.
Many were untrained even in simple busi-
ness calculations, untaught in modern
agriculture. They were easy victims.

They are the people who have been
reached by rehabilitation. God only
knows how they managed to keep going,
to keep trying. But keep trying they did,
and now rehabilitation has proved that a
helping hand and wise counsel is what

they needed to be able to stand on their.

own feet.

Rehabilitation has taught them some-
thing about the business of farming,
about balanced expenditures, about di-
versification, about the importance of
livestock. It has taught them to grow
gardens and to produce a year-round
food supply. It has taught them how to
plan their work—and their future,
These are simple, rudimentary things—
but terribly important to people who have
been denied this training. Rehabilita-
tion has helped the little farmer to
brighten his home, to have new pieces of
furniture occasionally, to have flowers in
the yard, and farm machinery in the
barn. But more than all these it has
brought security, confidence, citizenship,
the right to hold up his head. I know
these things are true, because I have seen
them. I have seen derelicts made into
independent, useful citizens. I have seen
those men learn to take a part in com-
munity organization and advancement.
They were worth the investment.

Some folks say -
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No; I am not talking about dollars
and cents. I am not even discussing the
absolute necessity for all-out food pro-
duction which in itself is justification
enough for the continuation of this pro-
gram, I am talking about human val-
ues. I am talking about freedom from
want. Those are the real objectives we
achieve through farm security.

Mr, LAMBERTSON. Mr. Chairman,
I yield 15 minutes to the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. ENGEL.]

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Chairman, on Mon-
day, March 2, 1942, I spoke to this House
at length regarding an agreement be-
tween Sidney Hillman, of the War Pro-
duction Board, and Donald Nelson, head
of that Board, whereby manufacturers
of women’s clothing were not permitted
to bid on Army clothing contracts. The
argument was advanced that, in view of
the fact that the two million or more
men who are in the Army and more to
go into the Army are no longer purchas-
ing clothes in civilian life, therefore the
manufacturers and workers making
men’s garments were entitled to this busi-
ness. I pointed out the fact that pri-
vate industry was deprived of some 600,-
000,000 pounds of wool and nearly a bil-
lion yards of various types of cloth, and
properly so, under priority rulings to sup-
ply the defense needs; that it will require
563,123,000 shirts, field jackets, trousers,
overcoats, mackinaws, coats, cotton and
woolen drawers, and cotton and woolen
undershirts to supply an Army of 6,000,-
000 men for 2 years; that it was abso-
lutely impossible for the present men'’s
garment industry to supply that demand
without expanding tremendously both in
floor space, workers, and machines and
that the Government could not take this
tremendous amount of material out of
the market and then deny contracts to
garment workers making ladies’ gar-
ments without throwing thousands of
these workers out of work.

I now wish to call the attention of the
House to a situation existing in Toledo,
Ohio. I am informed that there are
17,000 Negroes in that city and that it
has been extremely difficult for these
Negroes to obtain employment outside of
W.P.A.or N. Y. A. There are approxi-
mately 9,000 white women employed in
the factories of that city, according to
the information I have. I am informed
that there are no colored women em-
ployed in a Toledo factory, even as char-
women or scrubwomen. I am informed
that colored men and women who are
heads of families are unable to find em-
ployment in these factories, even though
a great many of these plants are work-
ing on Government orders making de-
fense material paid for by the taxpayers
of the Nation. Some of these 17,000 Ne-
groes are property owners; they all pay
indirect taxes and, I believe, are entitled
as American citizens, to have the same
rights to work as other citizens, white or
colored, have.

In August 1940, a group of these Ne-
groes, trying to relieve the situation, got
together and contacted Government of-
ficials with the idea in mind of trying to
find some kind of defense employment
for these unemployed Negroes. I have
before me a number of letters from offi-
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cials of the Defense Contract Service of
both the Cleveland and Washington
offices.

I have also before me a copy of a letter
written by the Secretary of War, the
Honorable Henry L. Stimson, pertaining
to this matter. There is no doubt in my
mind from the facts as presented to me
that this group of Negroes were encour-
aged by these Government officials to set
up a cooperative association with a prom-
ise of obtaining defense business. They
were encouraged to organize and did or-
ganize the American Enterprise Asso-
ciates, Inc., a cooperative association, the
purpose of which was to acquire in some
way factory space and machinery to take
Government contracts for Army clothing.
They were told by the Government offi-
cials that this was the only way that they
could participate in defense contracts for
the manufacture of Government ma-
terial.

They were further told that they had
to have an organization with which the
Government could deal, that if they could
perfect an organization, acquire factory
space and machinery, that the Govern-
ment would give them contracts. Fol-
lowing the instructions of the Govern-
ment they perfected this organization on
October 5, 1940, after making frequent
trips to Washington. On November 5,
1940, this group were low bidders on 5,500
Army overcoats. They were informed
that the bid could not be accepted, be-
cause the factory was not yet ready. On
August 13, 1941, Paul A. Gerhart, Jr., of
the Defense Contract Service notified
this group, nearly 1 year after they were
incorporated, that they could not bid on
any Army clothing contracts, because:

The sewing, stitching, and garment indus-
try is one in which even with present defense
orders there is considerable unemployment
and many idle factories. It is the opinion of
the office concerned that to make an excep-
tion to their practice of discouraging the
organization of new companies in this fleld
would only aggravate an already serlous situ-
atlon within the Industry. I am advised fur-
ther that it would, therefore, not be a sound
economic policy, even though the cause is a
worthy one, to further expand this industry.

Is it not strange that it took these offi-
cials almost a year to discover that there
was unemployment in this industry? 1Is
it not strange that this group was per-
mitted to spend money, mortgage their
homes, and were encouraged by these
very Government officials to organize a
company, only to be informed that be-
cause of these reasons they would not
even be permitted to bid on an Army
clothing contract? ;

On August 25, 1941, the American En-
terprise Associates, Inc., under Mr. Olan-
der J. Smith, president, accepted an invi-
tation on the part of Army officials to bid,
and did bid, on 35,000 wool overcoats.
They were low bidder, being 68 cents per
coat below the next lowest bidder. De-
spite the fact that the bid of the Ameri-
can Enterprise group was 68 cents lower,
they were not given the contract.

Mr. Chairman, there are 17,000 Negro
people in the city of Toledo, Ohio, includ-
ing 5,000 Negro children enrolled in
school. Many of these people are gradu-
ates of the University of Michigan, Ohio
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State, Oberlin College, University of II-
linois, Howard University, Northwestern,
and many other institutions.

Mr. Olander J. Smith, president of this
cooperative company, is a graduate of
Northwestern University law school, at-
tended the University of Minnesota,
Howard University, and Columbia Uni-
versity. He has had 9 years’ practice at
the bar and 20 years’' experience in busi-
ness. I have examined the statement of
the Ohio Employment Service personally
and find there many colored people listed
as having had anywhere from 5 months
to 34 years’ experience in the various
branches of the garment industry.

Mr. CLEVENGER. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ENGEL. I yield.

Mr. CLEVENGER. Does the gentle-
man mean to tell me that these worthy
colored people of my State can only fur-
nish soldiers and taxpayers and cannot
find work outside of Government institu-
tions, like W. P. A. and N. Y. A.? Does
that condition exist in my State of Ohio?
That they can have no part in necessary,
emergent war work?

Mr. ENGEL. That is the situation in
the city of Toledo, according to informa-
tion given me.

Sewers, cutters, markers, and every
type of labor necessary in that industry
are found there, and yet this group can
find no employment cutside of N. ¥. A.
and W. P. A, A white supervisory staff,
I am informed, is ready to assist them.
Single persons cannot get on relief or
W. P. A, but are forced to beg or forced
to crime. Here we have a situation where
the Government is letting, or will let,
contracts for over 563,000,000 items of
clothing which cannot possibly be made
by the groups within the industry itself,
and yet this group who have been encour-
aged by the Government for over a year,
followed instructions, mortgaged their
homes, spent money, took up collections
in churches—nickels, dimes, and quar-
ters—to pay the expenses of representa-
tives here, are unable to obtain a con-
tract for one overcoat or able to earn
$1 in defense industry. If these 2 con-
tracts upon which it was low bidder had
been given to this company it would have
commenced production within 30 days
and employed up to 500 of these unem-
ployed Negroes, thereby saving the tax-
payers thousands of dollars which neces-
sarily will be expended to feed and care
for those who qualify for N. ¥. A, and
W. P. A, and relief.

Mr. Chairman, on February 21, 1942,
the Cleveland Call Post had the following
editorial which I want to read:

THE PRESIDENT SPEAES

No nation combatting the increasing threat
of totalitarianism can afford arbitrarily to
exclude large segments of its population from
its defense industries. Even more important
is it for us to strengthen our unity and morale
by refuting at home the very theories which
we are fighting abroad.

Our Government cannot countenance con=
tinued discrimination against American citi-
zens in defense production. Indust.ry must
take the initiative in opening the doors of
employment to all loyal and qualified workers,
regardless of race, national origin, religion, or
color, American workers, both organized and
unorganized, must be prepared to welcome the
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general and much-needed employment of
fellow workers of all racial and nationality
origins In defense industries,

In the present emergency it is imperative
that we deal effectively and speedily with this
problem. I shall expect the Office of Produc-
tion Management to take immedliate steps to
facilitate the full utilization of our productive
manpower.

FraNgLIN D. ROOSEVELT.

I conclude by saying, “Mr. President,
both the Office of Production Manage-
ment and the War Production Board
have refused to act in the Toledo
situation. It is up to you.”

I yield back the balance of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
yields back 5 minutes.

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Okla-
homa [Mr. WICKERSHAM].

Mr. WICKERSHAM. Mr, Chairman,
first I want to briefly speak of the Soil
Conservation Service. In the Soil Con-
servation Service program they make a
soil-conservation survey, and in this con-
nection they determine the kind of soil,
the percent of the slope, the amount of
erosion already taken place, the present
use of the land. That is necessary in
order to know what plan or procedure to
follow to prevent further erosion.

Second, the soil-conservation plan is
the control of erosion and increased pro-
duction. I want you gentlemen to bear
in mind that the Soil Conservation Serv-
ice is one of the most important items in
our program, because of the increased
production resulting from the program.

Third, the establishment >f the soil-
conservation practice, which includes
running terraces, contour of the soil, and
the strip planning.

Fourth, advising with the farmers rela-
tive to maintenance.

Mr. MURDOCK. I agree with the
gentleman in regard to this vital pro-
gram. We must not in this war, through
neglect, repeat the awful mistake of the
other war with reference to our soil re-
sources.

Mr., WICKERSHAM. Mr. MURDOCK,
you are absolutely correct in your con-
clusions. Coming from Oklahoma—a
Plains State, like yours—I can readily
understand your problems since they are
similar to mine. Now, another item un-
der consideration is the Farm Security
Administration.

I will not dwell on these other agri-
cultural agencies. It seems the appro-
priations will go through without too
much trouble, but the Farm Security Ad-
ministration is receiving considerable
criticism. It is like a man who has 10
children. Because of the fact that one
of the children becomes slightly way-
ward is no excuse or reason to condemn
the other nine. By reason of the fact
that this one child does only one bad
thing is no reason to condemn the child.
I say to you that the Farm Security Ad-
ministration has done a splendid job in
the majority of the fields. I personally
know what the Farm Security Admin-
istration is doing in Oklahoma and Tex-
as. I personally made a trip to Dallas
and Fort Worth to see what the Farm
Security Administration and the Soil
Conservation Service were doing. I did
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the same in Oklahoma. I have examined
their records. I am a pretty good audi-
tor, myself, as well as having spent 18
years on a farm. I tell you that the
Farm Security Administration is taking
care of the little farmer. I ran for Con-
gress three times before I was elected.
I talked to these poor people. I ate with
them. I paid my 3 cents and my nickel
for the school lunches, cooked from prod-
ucts furnished in connection with the
food-stamp plan. Iknow what the small
farmers are doing, and I tell you that
today, of all times, we need to take care
of the Farm Security Administration and
the Soil Conservation Service.

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, WICKERSHAM. 1 yield to the
gentlemen from Arizona.

Mr. MURDOCK. I have heard the
same criticism made against the experi-
mental work done by the Farm Security
Administration, in the field as well as on
the floor of this House. I want to say to
the gentleman from Oklahoma that I
have recently received letters from some
of the ablest men of my State, men of
affairs, presidents of colleges and uni-
versities, and businessmen, sanctioning
the work that has been done by the Farm
Security Administration in Arizona.

Mr. WICKERSHAM. I want to thank
the gentleman from Arizona for his valu-
able contribution, May I state to you
Congressmen that through my associa-
tion with the gentleman from Arizona
not only on the floor of the House but in
our committee work on the Committee
on Irrigation and Reclamation I have
learned to highly respect his decisions
and efforts in behalf of the tillers of the
soil. The gentleman from Arizona has
proven himself to be one of the farmers’
best friends in Congress.

I wish to call your attention to page
13 of the newspaper PM of Monday,
March 2, 1942. Not only do the farmers
and businessmen endorse the Farm Se-
curity Administration, but I call to the
attention of you Congressmen, who rep-
resent the labor leaders, to notice this
headline which reads as follows:
MURRAY URGES SUPPORT OF THE FARM SECURITY

ADMINISTRATION

Philip Murray, president of the Congress of
Industrial Organizations, rallied to the sup-
port of the Farm Security Administration.

Mr, Chairman, during the past year
farm security has been preparing for an
all-out mobilization of the efforts of low-
income farm families to contribute fully
to the national defense, and more re-
cently to the national war effort. The
campaign has had a twofold objective:
to enable small, low-income farmers
without other sources of credit to produce
vital war foods for lend-lease and domes-
tic purposes, and to help them produce
plenty of good food for their own use and
hence reduce their consumption of war
foods on the Nation’s markets., During
the months since Pearl Harbor the food-
for-victory production drive has been in-
tensified, but that earlier efforts along
these lines have already borne fruit is
demonstrated by a recently completed
survey.

This survey shows that the 3,558 fam-
ilies in the Seventh Oklahoma Congres-
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sional District who held active standard
rural rehabilitation loans last year in-
creased the average value of food and
other goods produced for home use by
122 percent, or from $190 worth before
acceptance on the F. S. A. program to
$231 in 1941. Much of the increase in
food production was in foods vitally
needed in the war program. For ex-
ample, the average family in the district
produced 200 more gallons of milk for
home use in 1941 than they did before
coming into the F. S. A. program. Their
total milk-production increase, including
that sold was, of course, considerably
higher. Likewise, these families raised
and consumed at home 90 percent more
poultry, game, meat, and fish. Other
produce for home use included 9 gallons
of lard per family, 166 dozens of eggs,
and 351 cans of fruits and vegetables put
up for the winter, By thus raising for
home consumption these nutritious foods
these farm people were not only putting
themselves in shape to meet the strain of
war but were also relieving the Nation’s
wartime food markets of a substantial
part of their demands for food.

In the Seventh District of Oklahoma
3.553 families were actively receiving
F. 8. A. rehabilitation aid last year. Be-
fore they received their loans these fami-
lies, whose incomes at the time averaged
only $577, had been on or near the relief
level. In 1941 the survey showed that
they earned a net income of $1,321, an
increase by 129 percent. At the same
time, these families were enabled to raise
their net worth—over and above all
debts, including their obligations to the
Government—from $1,029 before receiv=-
ing P. S. A. assistance, to $2,030 at the
close of the 1941 crop year. This repre-
sents a gain of 97 percent.

Farm Security rehabilitation aid, as in
times past, consisted mainly of small
loans for seed, feed, fertilizer, and other
necessary farm supplies, together with
advice and assistance to help borrowers
operate their farms more efficiently.
The rehabilitation program continued to
be practically self-liquidating. At the
end of 1941 funds amounting to $5,628,-
026 had been advanced to farmers in
the Seventh District for rehabilitation
loans. Although much of this money
does not fall due for 4 or 5 years, $2,452,-
573 in principal and $259,395 in interest
has already been paid back into the Fed-
eral Treasury.

To all debt-burdened farmers, whether
or not they are rehabilitation borrowers,
Farm Security has offered another serv-
ice. Local farm debt adjustment com-
mittees help farmers and their creditors
arrange a friendly adjustment of debts.
This service is mutually beneficial be-
cause not only does it often save the
farmer from foreclosure, but, at the same
time, it helps creditors get substantial
payments on what might otherwise have
been bad debts. Last year debt reduc-
tions amounting to $844,009 were made
in the Seventh Congressional District.
This represents a scale-down of 17.9
from a total prior indebtedness of $4,-
708,314. As a direct result of these ad-
justments, $61,346 in back taxes has been
paid to local governmental agencies,
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In addition to the rural rehabilitation
program, Farm Security has been mak-
ing a limited number of loans to families
to enable them to buy farms of their
own. A total of 175 Bankhead-Jones
farm-tenant loans have been made in the
seventh district. These loans have aver-
aged $7,751. These 175 families, secure
on their own farms for the first time,
now have the incentive to work at top
speed for the food-for-victory program.

The rural rehabilitation program in
Oklahoma has reached a total in excess
of 86,000 low-income farm families since
its inception, through standard rehabili-
tation loans and grants. Currently, over
22,000 families have active rehabilitation
loans outstanding and loans have been
processed to the limit of funds available
at this time. The figures above, of
course, do not include the hundreds of
loans made to aid in establishing small
cooperative enterprises for the benefit of
all families in certain communities—for
items such as purebred sires, peanut
threshers, and the like,

The repayment record of these families
is impressive. For example, rehabilita-
tion loan borrowers repaid above 90 per-
cent of their maturing installments dur-
ing the fiscal year 1940-41, and current
review of records gives definite assurance
that a still higher percentage of maturi-
ties will be repaid within the present
fiscal year—this in spite of the seasonal
handicaps with which you are familiar.

Cumulatively, approximately 55 percent
of all such funds advanced have been re-
paid, although the repayment period of
the loans ranges up to 10 years.

Tenant purchase loans have been ex-
tended to over 900 families under au-
thorization of title I of the Bankhead-
Jones Farm Tenant Act. Of the families
receiving tenant purchase loans, 9914
percent have met every matured install-
ment,

As of February 9, 1942, there has been
launched a program of special loans
under the title of “Food-for-Freedom”
loans, designed to make a very substan-
tial contribution to the Nation’s war ef-
fort through an intensified drive to get
the maximum increase in production of
all vital food commodities. Principal
among these items are: Pork, beef—in-
creased slaughter—poultry and poultry
products, dairy products—surplus for
condensery use and for cheese—oil-pro-
ducing crops, and all types of vegetables
for home use and for commercial use in
certain areas.

In such loans F. 8. A. employees will
operate in the closest cooperation with
local and State war boards, on all of
which we have present active member-
ship. It will be our purpose under this
program, working through the war boards
and in cooperation with all other existing
agricultural agencies, to assist any family
having suitable land rescurces under its
control to obtain the maximum produc-
tion of food essentials from such land
and the producing livestock it will sup-
port; to aid these families in placing sur-
plus production on the market most ad-
vantageous to the Nation in war; and to
conserve all the production needed for
the absolute well-being of each family;
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provided, of course, that the required
financial assistance cannot be made
available through any other agency or
establishment and the integrity of the
individual applicant is favorably reported
by established committees.

On the basis of current survey, it is
evident that a minimum of 10,000 of these
loans—all less than $500—will be re-
quired in order to reach the production
goals established by War Board recom-
mendation. Our entire organization is
geared now to do this job efficiently and
conservatively, and no effort is to be
spared throughout the year in work to
guarantee the production and proper use
of the production of these families.

Under the “food for freedom” pro-
gram loans will also be made to organized
youth clubs such as F. F. A, 4-H, and
others for the same type of production
purposes.

I take considerable pride in the fact
that the 409 F. S. A. employees in Okla-
homa are 100 percent in their purchases
of Defense bonds and stamps and Red
Cross pledges. We feel that this spirit
reflects the thoroughly wholesome atti-
tude which must accompany their work
in building up and supporting the morale
of a group of farm families, which, with-
out doubt, will be among the first to feel
the effects of the more serious war sacri-
fices we have cause to expect.

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 15 minutes to the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. HOFFMAN].

PRODUCTION LEGISLATION—EVENTUALLY, WHY
NOT NOW?

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, we are
all familiar with the advertisement car-
ried by a national flour-milling company
some years ago: “Eventually, why not
now?” Remember that one?

Listen to these words:

If a just and durable peace is to be at-
tained or even if all of us are merely to save
our own skins, there is one thought for us
here at home to keep uppermost, the fulfill-
ment of our special task of production—unin-
terrupted production.

I stress that word “uninterrupted.”

Those are the words of President
Roosevelt on February 23, 1942.

Then on the 27th, 4 days later, when
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr.
SmitH] proposed amendments to the then
pending bill which some of us thought
might tend to give us uninterrupted pro-
duction, the House by a vote of 226 to 62
turned down those amendments.

I remember the arguments. One ran
something like this: If you repeal the
provisions of the wage-hour law, which
puts a floor under wages and a ceiling
over hours, you will increase union mem-
bership. What of it? Had not the ad-
ministration been driving all the time to
force men into the union? If that would
have been the effect of the legislation,
why did the administration oppose it?
Strange to me it seemed when that argu-
ment was made by the gentlemen from
Massachusetts [Mr. Hearey and Mr.
Casey] and other spokesmen for the labor
unions. According to their arguments,
those amendments were going to benefit
the unions and increase their member-
ship, yet they spoke and voted against
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them. I could not understand that. Nor
if, as argued by several on the floor, the
amendments would increase the power
of the unions, drive unorganized work-
ers into their ranks, why was it that both
Mr. Green, president of the A. F. of L.,
and Mr. Murray, head of the C. 1. O,
opposed the adoption of those amend-
ments? Amendments which so-called
labor spokesmen on the floor said would
benefit and increase the power of the
unions? :

Then another gentleman made the
argument, and I will quote so I be not
mistaken about it, he said:

Until this Congress shall by legislation re-
capture from those corporations which by
their own financial statements and admis-
slons before congressional committees, are
making huge and tremendous profits out of
this war effort I am not going to begin to
economize by taking time and a half away
from their employees.

That is an odd argument to me. Just
because I steal a chicken you are going
to take a turkey does not make sense
now, does it? What we should, of course,
do if the corporations are making
these exorbitant profits—and one of
them, I understand, the Todd Ship-
building Co., offered to refund them—is
to take those profits away from them;
and since I have had a slant in the pa-
pers at this proposed new tax bill, I am
not worrying very much about anyone's
excess -profifs.

Here is the thought: Ultimately we are
going to get around where this House
will adopt some legislation which will
give us production, we are going to get
to the point where we shall be forced
because of public sentiment to adopt
such proposals as the Smith amendments
would have written into law the other
day, where a man who wants to work 48,
50 hours, or 55 I think is the maximum of
efficiency work, on a national defense
program—where that man will be per-
mitted to do it without being required to
demand and receive from his employer
pay and a half for overtime or double
pay for holidays.

As the law stands today, and we have
refused to change it—as the law stands
today, every employer in these industries
who permits the father or the brother of
a man serving at the front to work more
than a certain number of hours without
paying him pay and a half is liable to
criminal prosecution. Is not that an ab-
surdity?

I think it was day before yesterday that
the local papers carried the statement by
Donald Nelson, in charge of production,
that we were now 25 percent below our
capacity for production. Mr. Nelson did
not say that the managers of these plants
were inefficient. He made no such
charge, and he cannot truthfully make
such a charge. He said that we were 25
percent below the capacity of the plants,
and we are losing that 25 percent because
of these interruptions in our factories,
and these interruptions come from all
kinds of causes, none of which justifies
either a strike or a slow-down.

I will insert in my remarks, when I get
permission of the House, some editorials
which show the trend of sentiment.

Here is one from the New York edition
of the Daily News of February 26. It first
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quotes the words of President Roosevelt
which were given you at the beginning
of this talk and then proceeds:

STRIKES AS USUAL

Right after Pearl Harbor, representatives of
organized labor conferred with the President
at the White House and promised an frredu-
cible minimum of strikes and other labor
troubles, so far as labor should be concerned,
for the duration of the war,

Now, 111, weeks after Pearl Harbor, we
seem to be getting back to strikes as usual,
meaning strikes as in the good old days be-
fore Pearl Harbor.

Enemy submarines are sinking tanker after
tanker off our Atlantic coast. One enemy
submarine Monday evening peppered a Paci-
fic coast oil plant with shells. We need all
the destroyers we can round up to fight these
menaces to Allied oil lines, supply lines, troop
transports.

Out on the Pacific coast, at the Bethlehem
Steel Co.'s San Pedro, Calif., shipyards, a pe-
culiar kind of strike is going on. The yards
are bullding $81,000,000 worth of destroyers.
The Government has asked the company to
operate 24 hours a day 7 days a week. The
company has put on two 10-hour shifts a day,
pending, as we understand it, the finding of
encugh labor to run three 8-hour shifts.

But the Congress of Industrial Organiza-
tions union leaders in charge of the 5,000
workers at the yards will have none of that.
The workers are putting in 8 hours per shift,
then walking off the job for the remaining
two. Loss: 20,000 man-hours per day of work
on these destroyers.

At Cleveland, the Congress of Industrial
Organizations Mine, Mill, and Smelters Union
called a 1-day strike against a labor board
order, in the plants of the Monarch Alumi-
num Manufacturing Co., now working on
aluminum bomb and aircraft parts. Aircraft
companies making bomber and fighter planes
are pleading for faster delivery of these and
related parts. But the Congress of Industrial
Organizations union struck because the labor
board last September ordered the Monarch
Co. to deal with another union.

These are only two samples of what is go-
ing on in some of the war industries. The
situation promises to get worse if something
isn't done to stop it.

PATIENCE IS WEARING THIN

Naturally, all sorts of excited proposals are
being advanced in Congress.

There are suggestions that workers be de-
clared into some sort of industrial branch of
the Army; tha' strikes and lock-outs be for-
bidden on pain of fines and jail terms; that
jurisdictional strikes be made crimes; and so
on and so forth.

Though it is pretty late in the day, it looks
as If it is still too early to go to extremes.
The bulk of war-industry workers are still
on the job, exerting their full efforts to out-
produce the Axis, and anxious to keep an-
swering the President’s call for “production,
uninterrupted production.”

But to a few obtusely ambitious labor
leaders and their more gullible followers this
tip would seem to be in order:

The American people don't have to tolerate
these production stoppages forever. From
what we can observe of the way most Ameri-
cans feel about them, they are just about
fed up.

That may be unkind, unjust, and incon-
siderate. But it is the way more and more
peaple are feeling every day.

It may be false loglc, too, for a lot of
Americans to reflect that their boys have
been drafted into the Army at 21 a month
base pay, with no right to strike, while labor
retains the right to strike even in plants
supplying weapons to enable those boys to
defend their country and their own lives.
But more and more Americans are thinking
that way, as more and more of their boys
are jerked into the Army,

MARCH 4

The present President has been the best
friend labor ever had in the White House.
In view of his political debts to labor, it is
a safe bet that he is not going to do any-
thing to inju: labor, unless forced to it by
the necessities of the war.

Labor, then, would seem to be well advised
to go along with the President and rebuff
any of its leaders who may try to persuade
workers to jim the war effort somehow by
pulling a strike somewhere. Disputes had
better be referred to arbitration or media-
tion, and production kept up, no matter how
long the decisions may be delayed.

Americans by and large can be awfully
mean hombres when their patience wears out.

From an editorial of the News-Palla-
dium, published at Benton Harbor, Mich.,
I quote the following paragraph:

Speaking of traitors, saboteurs, and fifth
columnists, those strikers who are causing
industrial stoppages while our boys are dying
on the front lines, had better resist forthwith
from their selfishness and unpatriotic greed
if they are to escape branding as enemies of
the country. These obstructionists are a
minority and not representative of the vast
majority of loyal American workers, but they
are a dangerous minority inviting the wrath
of a people whose patience with their rack-
eteering is at an end.

Reaching now down into the South,
take this one from the Vernon Daily
Record, published at Vernon, Tex.:

WHO NEEDS TO BECOME AROUSED?

Congressman HATTON W. Sumners, of
Dallas, the other day took the floor of the
House and made a speech urging the people
of the country to become aroused at the
seriousness of the war situation. Other
speeches, similar in content and p , are
being made by Congressmen, Senators, and
officials in the executive department,

But one cannot avoid wondering what has
created the impression in Washington that
the people of the country are not aroused. In
view of what has been happening there is
reason to suspect that those who complain
about low civilian morale are using this
procedure to cover up their own failures. It
is a common human weakness to charge
others with responsibility for one’s own
negligence.

A few citations might be in order,

The people back home were not respon-
sible for failure to fortify Guam, Wake Island,
and the Philippines.

The people back home were not to blame
for strikes tying up vital airplane produc-
tion which might have saved Manila and
Bingapore.

The people back home are not to blame for
the failure to accept Henry Ford's offer of
more than 18 months ago to be building 1,000
fighter planes per day within 8 months from
the time he was given the order to go ahead.
That much production for the past year
would have saved all of the Far Eastern battle
area for the Allies.

The people back home are not responsible
for the bull-headed indifference of Army and
Navy officers which contributed to the dis-
aster of Pearl Harbor.

The people back home are not responsible
for the failure to write an antistrike law
which would put an end to strikes in war
industries.

The people back home are not responsible
for making a plaything of civilian defense,
nor are they responsible for the petty
squabbles in Washington as to which depart-
ment or bureau will have charge of a par-
ticular job.

As a matter of fact, the pecple have re-
sponded to every call while Congress twiddled
its collective thumbs and did nothing to cor-
rect the conditions cited in the preceding
paragraphs. The great white fathers in
Washington will have nothing to complain
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about so far as civilian morale is concerned
if they will devote their energies to meeting
their own responsibility instead of lecturing
the people back home. Action and results,
rather than speeches from self-appointed pep
leaders, are all that civilian morale needs.

Then here is another one from the
News right here in Washington, express-
ing the farmer’s idea of the situation:

AS A FARMER SEES IT

A farmer friend writes:

“Your paper is supporting President Roose-
velt in his effort to hold farm prices down by
marketing Government-held surpluses. You
and the President ought to understand why
so many farmers feel they are being treated
unjustly.

“It is largely because Mr. Roocsevelt con-
tinues to pamper organized labor as if it were
a spoiled child.

“Higher farm prices would mean higher
cost of food. That's true, But higher wages

acd to the cost of everything, including ma-

chinery and fertilizer, that farmers must buy.
Yet the Government's policy seems to be that
unions must get wage Increases whenever
they msake demands, as the price of not strik-
ing against national safety. Mr. Roosevelt
does not fight for stabilization of wages, even
for highly paid workers in war industries, who
already have far more ‘parity’ than the
farmers ever hope to get.

“The farmer has no 40-hour-week law. He
must put in longer, Larder hours than ever,
because his sons are being drafted and his
hired men are being lured away to easier,
better-paid jobs in war plants. He'll do the
best he can to produce food and fiber to win
the war, and he won't ask premium pay for
overtime.

“You say, and it's true, that the Govern-
ment acquired the surpluses to help agricul-
ture out of depression. But isn't the same
thing true of labor's 40-hour-week laws?
They were a depression measure, too, designed
to make jobs for surplus workers. If agricul-
ture must give up a prop for its prices, now
that times have changed, why should labor
keep a similar prop?

“But Mr. Rocsevelt seems to think that
labor must have the 40-hour week right
through the war, even though workers instead
of jobs are getting scarce now and even
though time-and-a-half pay for work beyond
40 hours a week speeds up the growth of the
war bill which all of us, farmers included,
will have to pay. Automobile-plant labor is
even demanding time-and-a-half wages for
Saturdays and double time for Sundays when
work on those days is part of a 40-hour week.
And Mr. Roosevelt’s War Labor Board appar-
ently is afraid to rule that such a demand is
just plain damn nonsense, which is how it
locks to farmers.

“This is a time, the President says, when
everybody must stop demanding special ad-
vantages. Hurrah for that! But we farmers
don't like the idea that his words apply only
to us and not to labor. Mr. Roosevelt's
troubles with the so-called farm bloc would
end In a hurry if he would be equally firm
with the labor bloc and if he would make it
plain that he expects union members to do
their fair share of the sacrificing.”

Our farmer friend, it seems to us, has said
a mouthful.

Then from another Washington paper

get this one:
LAEOR HOLDS BACK

In his address to the Nation President
Roosevelt said that "we can lose this war
only if we slow up our effort or if we waste
our ammunition sniping at each other.” The
force of that warning has evidently been
lost on some union leaders. For strikes and
labor disturbances that are retarding pro-
duction on war contracts continue to occur
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in all parts of the counfry. At the yards of
the Bethlehem Steel Co., in San Pedro, Calif.,
for example, Congress of Industrial Organ-
izations workers refused to stay on the job
over 8 hours, even at higher rates of pay for
overtime, with bonuses attached,

The reprimand administered by the Amer=-
ican Federation of Labor Musicians’ Union
to a band leader for giving free concerts at
an Army post provides another striking in-
stance of labor's mnoncooperative attitude.
The incident itself seems petty, but its im-
plications are very serlous. For it reveals a
rather typical determination on the part of
the union's leaders to cling to protective
rules that may be justified in times of peace
but are utterly unsuited to the conditions of
war,

With evidence accumulating to show that
organized labor will not of its own initiative
make the sacrifices required if the war is to
be won on the production front, it is up to
Congress to act without further delay. One
of the most formidable barriers to an all-out
production effort is the Federal wage-hour
law establishing a 40-hour standard working
week. So long as that legislation remains on
the statute books Congress of Industrial
Organizations leaders who insist upon re-
tentlon of the 8-hour day and 40-hour
week will be well armored against hos-
tile criticism. Yet, under present conditions,
it is dangerous folly to retain a law that was
originally designed to spread employment by
compelling employers to pay greatly in-
creased rates for overtime. Today we are
faced by labor shortages which make it essen-
tial to lengthen the working day as a means
of relieving the drain upon our inadequate
labor reserves.

The fact is, as Representative A. WiLLis
RoserTsonN points out, that “we cannot out-
produce the Axis Powers on a 40-hour week,
and it is absurd to penalize an employer will-
ing to step up production by means of a
longer workweek.” Moreover, even if the
employer is ready to pay the penalty rates
and the employee is willing to work over=-
time, the effect of the higher rates of over-
time pay is inflationary—adding unneces-
sarily to the cost of the war program and
tending to raise living costs.

S0 the movement in the House to force
suspension of the 40-hour week for the dura-
tion of the war should be encouraged. The
continuance of labor disturbances and strikes
has emphasized the need for such action and
increased the chances for success of the
suspension proposal. Thereafter, if interrup-
tions of work continue, drastic measures de-
signed to prevent strikes in war Industries
will assuredly follow. Labor has been given
ample warning.

The point I am trying to make here
today is that the people are demanding,
and some day their demand is going to be
answered, that we do away during this
period of the war with this restriction on
the right of patriotic men to work as
many hours as they wish for any price
they are willing to accept for the defense
of their counfry. There is many and
many a man and woman who has a rela-
tive in the armed service who would be
glad, who is willing, to work on a Sunday
and do it without extra compensation
or compensation of any kind, in order to
help that other member of the family
who is on the fighting front.

These strikes occur for all sorts of
reasons, or for no reason at all. Let me
just read you this editorial from the St.
Louis Post-Dispatch of February 24:

A SENSELESS WAR-WORK STOFPAGE

Has there been a more unjustified stoppage

of work anywhere in the country since the
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beginning of the war emergency than that
which cost a precious day at the Granite City
plant of the American Steel Foundries?

It seems scarcely possible, so utterly with-
out basis was the suspension yesterday of
work on cast armor for Army tanks and gun
mounts for the Navy.

What was the difference between the work-
ers and their employer? There was none.

Was it, then, a jurisdictional dispute be=
tween rival unions for the right to represent
the workers? No; not even that thoroughly
discredited issue was involved.

That picket line of 100 men at the plant
meant merely that the Congress of Industrial
Organizations Steel Workers' Organizing Com-
mittee was collecting union dues. Some 76
workers refused to pay up or were unable to
pay, and so the union did the brave, strong
thing of picketing the plant.

The executive in charge of the foundry said
that the pickets, in barring the door to em-
ployees scattered through the plant, not only
caused a shutdown but also violated the
union contract which provides that there
shall be no intimidation or coercion of em=
ployees into union membership. The union’s
subdistrict director shifts the blame to the
company; 1e says it locked out its employees
in an effort to take advantage of its defense
work as a protest against the union's method
of collecting dues.

What counts is that a mass picket line
was set up at a war-production foundry to
collect dues from some union members who
didn't want to pay any, and a shutdown
followed.

On the Bataan Peninsula brave soldiers of
Douglas MacArthur are giving their lives for
liberty and the right to work as freemen, not
slaves. And at Granite City the Congress of
Industrial Organizations collects delinquent
dues with mass picketing, and production for
vital war equipment comes to a dead stop for
a day.

It would be incredible if it hadn't happened.

Here is what that strike was about.
A picket line was set up at a war pro-
duction foundry to collect dues from
some union members who did not want
to pay or who could not pay their union
dues., What do you think about that?
Here is a case of shutting down a de-
fense plant and using the stoppage of
work so that a collection agency might
operate.

I notice the gentleman from northern
Michigan [Mr. Hook] is on the floor.
He made a statement on the 17th of Feb-
ruary 1942—REcorp, page 1376—that
there have been no strikes; that there
were no strikes. Now, just listen to this.
Here is the A. P, dispatch under date of
March 1 from the New York Times.
Quoting:

MANUFACTURERS REPORT RISE IN STRIKES

NeEw York, March 1—The National Asso=
ciation of Manufacturers said tonight that
the number of strikes in war-production
plants during February increased T7 percent
over January, involved 357 percent more
workers, and resulted in 2068 percent more
man-hours lost than in the preceding month,

The association sald its statement was
basad on compilations of strikes reported in
metropolitan newspapers and papers in prin-
cipal industrial centers, and did not at-
tempt to cover every strike action.

In February, the association asserted, men
involved in war industry strikes totaled
70,805, compared to 15,512 in January, and
the number of strikes rose from 43 to 76,
with man-hours lost Increasing from 66,976
in January to 2,028,824,

The majority of the defense plant strikes,
the association declared, had involved Con-
gress of Industrial Organizations local
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unions, and six were said to be jurisdictional
disputes between the Congress of Industrial
Organizations and the American Federation
of Labor, with the remainder involving inde-
pendent unions,

Many of the strikes, the association said,
could be described as “critical” and had de-
layed production of such basic war products
as bomber parts, antiaireraft guns, ships and
ship parts, armor plate, machine tools, and
dies.

Mr.
yield?

Mr. HOFFMAN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Michigan.

Mr, HOOK. I do not know how au-
thentic the figures are, but we do know
that there are those who are not con-
nected with unions bringing about some
of these strikes and trying to blame them
on to the unions. There are activities
going around the country that have de-
veloped into strikes, un-American, sub-
versive activities, caused by foreign
agents, and the blame is attempted to be
laid on union organizations.

Mr. HOFFMAN. I have no informa-
tion substantiating the gentleman’s
statement. If accurate the answer is
contained in the statement of the gentle-
man from Texas [Mr, Dies] today when
he said that when his committee at-
tempted to get at those Communists in
the ranks of the C. I. O. the C. 1. O. re-
fused to help or permit it. Will the gen-
tleman cite me one instance where there
has been a strike or a stoppage of work
in any factory that was caused by some-
one not connected with the union?

Mr. HOOK. I would like to have the
gentleman name some of them where
union officials have condoned strikes
since Pearl Harbor. In fact, they have
come out and announced they were not
authorized strikes.

Mr. HOFFMAN. The gentleman
made an assertion that strikes were
caused by those not connected with
unions, who tried to blame those strikes
on the unions. He further said that there
were activities going around the country
that have developed into strikes—un-
American, subversive activities—caused
by foreign agents, and the blame is at-
tempted to be laid on union organiza-
tions,

T asked him to name a strike so caused.
The gentleman now replies by asking me
another question. He has failed to
answer my question, so I assume thet he
cannot name such a strike as he de-
scribed. Does the gentleman mean that
all the strikes which have occurred since
Pearl Harbor were wildcat strikes?

Mr. HOOK. No authorized strikes.

Mr. EOFFMAN. Unauthorized strikes?

Mr. HOOK. Absolutely.

Mr. HOFFMAN. What about this
strike that the Post-Dispatch referred to
called for the purpose of collecting dues?
That was a union strike by the C. I. O.
Steel Workers Organizing Committee to
collect union dues.

Mr, HOOK. What union?

Mr. HOFFMAN. I have not the name
of the union.

Mr, HOOK. Was it the Nazi Bund?

Mr. HOFFMAN. No. I do not under-
stand they have a union. Does the gen-

HOOK. Will the gentleman
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tleman claim the Nazi Bund belongs to
the C.I.0.?

Mr. HOOK. I certainly do not. You
ought to know who the Nazi Bund be-
longs to.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Well, my name hap-
pens to be HoFFMaN, and I have never
changed my name. That is the name
I was born with.

Mr. HOOK. Any Member of Congress
ought to know what the Nazi Bund is.

Mr. HOFFMAN. And I may say, too,
I am a Pennsylvania Dutchman, not a
German.

One other thing. You are all familiar
with this decision that was handed down
by the Supreme Court a couple of days
ago. This decision holds that, insofar
as Federal legislation goes, a union man
can climb on a truck and by force at the
point of a gun compel the truck driver
or the owner or employee to pay $8 in
one case and $9 in another for driving
through a certain district in New York
City.

Here is what an editorial in the Wash-
ington Daily News had to say on that
subject:

“COMMON LAW ROBBERY"

The cost of living in New York City (and
in many other cities) is unjustly increased
by a labor-union racket which the United
States Supreme Court has just held to be
beyond the reach of Federal law.

Suppose you own a truck and want to de-
liver a load of food Into New York. You can't
do it until you pay §9.42 to Local 807 of the
American Federation of Labor Teamsters
Union, this representing a day’'s wages for a
union driver. You don't want or need to hire
a union driver, but you have to pay for him
anyway.

This is just what Chief Justice Stone called
it in a dissenting opinion—“common-law
robbery.” And, of course, the tribute thus
extorted by the union is added to the cost of
food and other commodities trucked into the
city, and so finally is paid by the people of
New York.

Thurman Arnold, the trust-busting Assist-
ant Attorney General, undertook to prosecute
Local 807 and 26 of its members under the
Federal antiracketeering law. He convicted
them, but the convictions were set aside by a
circuit court, and the Supreme Court has now
agreed with the circuit court.

But, as Justice Byrnes points out, Congress
could change the law. And it should.

President Roosevelt is making a good fight
to save consumers a billion dollars a year by
preventing unjustified increases in farm
prices. This same amount—a billion a year—
is what the protected union rackets, such as
this one in New York, cost American con-
sumers, according to the Justice Depart-
ment's Antitrust Division. That billion, also,
should be saved. And the President, by end-
ing administration opposition to bills which
have been held up in Congress for many
months, could insure that it will be saved.

Today’s Washington Star, speaking
editorially, had this to say about the same

 subject. I quote but part of the editorial:

RACKETEERING DECISION

The recent decision by the Supreme Court
in a New York racketeering case should come
as a distinct and decidedly unpleasant shock
to a good many Americans.

The case involved some of the activities of
the New York local of the American Federa-
tion of Labor Teamsters' Union. Certain
members of the union were convicted of vio-
lating the so-called anti-racketeering act, the
evidence showing that they lay in walt for
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trucks coming into New York from New Jer-
sey, forced their way onto the trucks, and by
beating or threatening to beat the drivers
procured payments to themselves from the
drivers or the employers of the drivers of
sums of money equivalent to the union scale
for a day’s work. In some instances the
union members assisted or offered to assist
in unloading the trucks; in others they sim-
ply disappeared as soon as the money was
paid without rendering or offering to render
any service.
L] L] - L L4

In holding that these defendants were im-
properly convicted under the law, the ma-
Jority opinion covers a great deal of ground
and its reasoning is often difficult to follow.

* L] L ] - *

The reasoning of the majority brought
from Chief Justice Stone a sharply worded
dissent. But, under these circumstances,
there is small comfort to be derived from a
dissenting opinion, ! owever pointed. The
blunt fact is that the majority of the Court,
through an interpretation of the intent of
Congress, has made it extremely difficult for
the Department of Justice to use this law
to reach any of the labor racketeers whose
reprehensible activities add millions of dol-
lars yearly to a bill which ultimately must be
paid by the public. The one hope of relief
lies in an aroused public opinion which will
bring the enactment of legislation aimed ex-
pressly at these labor activities, and which
will be so explicitly worded that it cannot be
subject to any other interpretation.

The necessity for legislation by this
Congress is clearly indicated by this deci-
sion and by the failure of local authorities
to give protection to our citizens.

The same brand of robbery prevails in
the city of Detroit. When I want to take
a truckload of apples over to Detroit and
unload it at the warehouse, I have to pay
$25 unless I drive the truck myself. My
boy cannot drive it, the man on the farm
cannot drive it, even my wife could not
drive that truck through there unless she
came across with $25. That is in viola-
tion of the State law, and it is in viola-
tion of our rights, but the unions have
gained so much power that they are able
to force this highway robbery on the peo-
ple and get away with it. Now comes
the Supreme Court and it tells us that
under this act which we passed here to
stop racketeering, that sort of a hold-up,
if carried out by members of a union, is
perfectly legal insofar as that Federal law
is involved.

Mr. Chairman, it is up to Congress to
amend that law. The lack of adequate
legislation is our responsibility, So, too,
is the failure of the executive department
when that failure becomes chroniec.
Time and again whenever there is some
little thing that is not right somewhere
in the States, people come to the Con-
gress and say, “We must have a Federal
law. You must take the power away
from the States.” But every time folks
come to the Congress to be protected
against violence and against robbery, by
members of these unions, we are told that
this is not the time, this is not the place,
the method sought to be used is not the
proper one.

How many times has the gentleman
from Virginia [Mr. Smiral proposed
amendments that would assist the farm-
ers and the honest people in the Nation
to market their products? How many
times have I offered such legislation?
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How many times have the spokesmen for
the unions told us, “Well, now, wait; to-
day is not the day and this is not the
proper bil" to tack it on.” I notice those
who oppose our efforts never bring out a
bill which would end this practice.

I am not advocating violence; I abhor
violence in any form; but I say to you
that if this thing keeps on, if you con-
tinue to refuse protection to peaceable
citizens going about their lawful business,
some day you are going to find the farm-
ers putting the old shotgun or the pitch-
fork on to their trucks, driving through
the city streets, then what have you?
You have civil strife right there. And
right there it becomes the duty of the
Federal Government to protect the citi-
zen,

Mr. RAFPAUT. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. HOFFMAN. 1 yield to the gentle-
man.

Mr. RABAUT. I do not think that is
the right thing to say.

Mr. HOFFMAN. The gentleman is not
making the speech; that is the only

difficulty.

Mr. RABAUT. I do nof mean to criti-
cize.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Let me have the
question.

Mr. RABAUT. Does the gentleman
think that bringing up this subject con-
tinually, as he has been doing, in view of
the fact the House voted the way it did
the .ther day when the Smith amend-
ment was up for consideration, will tend
at all toward national unity in this
country?

Mr. HOFFMAN. Now, I refuse to yield
further. The gentleman has asked his
question. If the gentleman thinks that
those fellows in Detroit can continue as
they have, by the use of firearms, by the
use of blackjacks and clubs, and by the
use of goon squads, with their beating,
their maiming of inoffensive farmers
driving their own trucks into Detroit,
he is mistaken, or Detroit ha. ceased to
be a city of law and order. if the gen-
tleman will come over to my office, I will
show him the picture of five of these
Detroit fellows, cowards all, beating up
.one helpless man, and I will also pro-
duce the membership cards in the Com-
munist Party of at least two of them. If
the gentleman thinks that they are going
to indefinitely keep the farmers out of
Detroit with their food products, then
he is mistaken.

Mr. RABAUT. The gentleman has not
answered my question at all. He is talk-
ing all around the ring.

Mr. HOFFMAN. I will answer the
gentleman’s question. I say, you are
never going to get unity as long as you
advocate that one group, the Commu-
nists, the C. I. O., the A, F. of L. Team-
sters, can prevent the people’s use of the
streets or of the highways of my State.

Mr. RABAUT. The gentleman cannot
put those words in my mouth, either.

Mr. HOFFMAN. The gentleman
wanted to know if I was advocating
unity. I tell you we are not always go-
ing to submit to the blackjacking, the
bludgeoning of our people by the gang-
sters of Detroit; that is what we are not
going to do.
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Now that a sheriff of your county, a
prosecutor of your county, a mayor and
several of your city officials, have been
convicted and sentenced to prison, it may
be that the people of Detroit will awaken
and that the citizens of the State, the
farmers of the State, will be given pro-
tection in their efforts to feed the people
of Detroit.

It may be that some day Michigan will
elect a governor who will have courage
enough to curb the gangsters of Detroit,
restore law and order and common de-
cency to that city.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Mr, Chairman, I
yield the gentleman from Michigan the
remaining time on this side.

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. HOFFMAN. 1 yield to the gen-
tleman from North Carolina.

Mr. COOLEY. Did I correctly under-
stand the gentleman fo say that labor
unions in the city of Detroit exact the
sum of $25 from farmers seeking to sell
their produce in the city?

Mr. HOFFMAN, That is right; that
is the teamsters’ union, A. F. of L.

Mr, COOLEY. What is the State of
Michigan or the city of Detroit doing to
break up that practice?

Mr. HOFFMAN. Not one thing.

Mr. COOLEY. What is the matter
with the local authorities?

Mr. HOFFMAN. They are under the
control of the C. 1. O. and the A. F. of L.
politicians. Let me tell you, when the
State police in Detroit—and I saw those
picket lines myself on the 2nd and 3rd
day of April 1941——

Mr. RABAUT. I have never heard it
before in my whole life,

Mr. HOFFMAN. There are a lot of
things, then, that the gentleman has not
heard, and I have due respect for the gen-
tleman, too, and I admire him; but it is
strange to me that he does not know
things that are a matter of common re-
port, of common knowledge, in the city
of Detroit. I think on reflection he will
find that he knows much about violence
in Detroit.

Mr. RABAUT. No; I do not.

Mr. HOFFMAN. All right. When the
State police went down on the picket line
they had to lay aside their weapons be-
fore they went out there on that par-
ticular occasion.

Mr. COOLEY. Why was that?

Mr., HOFFMAN. Because there was
to be no violence; because the pickets
were to have a monopoly of head-crack-
ing. Are you not familiar with the 1937
strikes in Flint, where the Governor him-
self called out the State troops to protect
the C. I. O. from the populace, from the
people, when it had possession of the
plants, when it had driven men and
women from their jobs?

Oh, I say to the gentleman who just
asked me a question a while ago, that
strike was ended on the 9th day of June
1937, and it was ended because Governor
Murphy was told by the citizens of Flint
that the citizens of Flint were preparing
to arm themselves to retake possession
of those factories.

I do not advocate violence, but-I do
say this, that you cannot have a monop-
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oly of these beatings and these Kkillings.
You just cannot have it. If you think
the farmers and the people outside the
cities are going to submit to this gangster
rule, then you have another guess com-
ing. You are just mistaken about if,
Louie. You cannot drive me out of the
city of Detroit any more than I can drive
you off the highway that runs through
my home town.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, HOFFMAN. Yes.

Mr. RABAUT. I know the gentleman
does not want to tie to me the fact that
there are gangster killings and things of
that kind.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Certainly, I do not.

Mr. RABAUT. Because I am not that
type of man and would never condone
it.

Mr. HOFFMAN. And everybody
knows that. I am not criticizing you in
any way. I want this House to pass
needed legislation.

Mr. RABAUT. But I want to say this
to the gentleman. The gentleman is
talking about the Flint strike. He has
brought it up here before. The gentle-
man cannot name one great industrial-
ist in the whole of Michigan that took
it out on Murphy for his policies dur-
ing those strikes.

Mr. HOFFMAN. That is right, and
the reason they did not applies right
here. When these fellows come down
here for orders, they are so intimidated,
they are so fearful that they might lose
a business contract or a dollar, that they
do not stand up for their rights. And
what good would it do for them to criti-
cize Murphy? The strike was over—
they had felt the power of the Governor
and the C. 1. O.

Mr. RABAUT. No; they have praised
him rather than criticized' him, and the
gentleman knows it.

Mr. HOFFMAN. There are some who
lick the boots of those who kick them.
Did the gentleman approve of the sit-
down strikes?

Mr. RABAUT. We are not talking
about the sit-down strikes.

Mr. HOFFMAN. No; of course, the
gentleman does not want to talk about
them.

Mr. RABAUT. Iam talking about the
gentleman’s attack on Murphy. The
gentleman just attacked Murphy again.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Sure, I attacked
Murphy. What did he do? He threw
the weight of the State police back of
the strikers, did he not, men who had
driven honest American citizens from
their jobs? Of course he did. Anybody
who tries to justify that may do so.

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HOFFMAN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Mississippi.

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I think
you can forget those former troubles;
you have a much more serious proposition
in Detroit now. You have a race riot
over there. They are trying to put a lot
of Negroes out in the white section of
the town. I wonder if the gentleman is
familiar with the disturbance that is
really wrecking the State of Michigan
today?
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Mr. HOFFMAN. No; I know it only
through the newspapers. The gentleman
is right that we might forget those
strikes if the officers would enforce the
law but until we are given some sem-
blance of justice, some protection, I will
never quit. I am willing to forget the
violence except as it is continued.

In further answer to the gentleman
from Mississippi [Mr. Ranxin]l 1 quote
here an editorial from the Chicago Trib-
une of yesterday which bears on this
whole situation. It is as follows:

RIOTING IN DETROIT

Fourteen persons were injured, including
5 policemen, in a riot in Detroit on Satur-
day. At a cost of a million dollars the Gov-
ernment had built some 200 dwellings for
defense workers. The project had been in-
tended originally for Negroes, but protests
from white residents of the neighborhood re-
sulted some time ago in the announcement
that the houses would be occupied by whites.
The Negroes then protested and the Govern-
ment again changed its mind. When sev-
eral Negro families sought to move into the
new quarters on Saturday entrance to the
project was barred by a picket line and the
fighting and furniture smashing began,

The incident i=s an ugly one, discreditable
to the Federal housing officials and more
especially to I Government and people of
Detroit. They were all in the wrong and in
varying degrees they all bear a share of
responsibility for the outrage.

The Detroit Free Press says “City officlals
generally view the racial controversy as the
most serious threat to the peace of Detroit
in many years, and that includes all the
strikes of the last 10 years." Several weeks
ago Mayor Jefiries used much the same lan-
guage in saying, “It is by far the most serious
thing in my administration.”

What the officials apparently do not see
is that the housing riot Is itself the out-
growth of the labor disorders which were so
generally tolerated in Michigan a few years
ago. At that time publie officlals, taxing
their lead from President Roosevelt and Gov-
ernor Murphy, refused to resist acts of mob
violence. Factories were occupied and no
serious effort was made to enforce orders of
the Michigan courts to return the properties
to their owners At one moment the strikers
in Lansing seized control of the statehouse
itself, and were not opposed. Highways were
blocked, interstate commerce on the railroads
was interrupted, and nothing was done about
it.

That was Michigan’s education in mob vio-
lence and the lesson has apparently been
well learned. Many people in Detroit seem
to have reached the conclusion that the
larger the mob the more praiseworthy its
activities,

Belf-anointed humanitarians throughout
the country sympathized with the sit-down
strikers and found excuses for their lawless-
ness. The rioters were said to be underpriv-
ileged and therefore entitled to adjust the
balance In any way they could find, Cow-
ardly public officials were praised for their
calm acceptance of the disorders, as if the
.safeguarding of life and property were not
the primary concern of all government and
of State and local government in particular,
Mr. Murphy was rewarded with an appoint-
ment to the Supreme Court.

Now the mob had turned against the least
privileged group in America. That should
have been expected. When the notion be-
comes current that the constituted authori-
ties will not keep the peace, the victims of
racial or religious prejudice, belng In a
minority, must expect the worst, particularly
at such momentc as this in Detroit when
there is much unemployment resulting from
the shut-down of the automobile factories.

That is the principal lesson to be derived
from the disgraceful incldent. A secondary
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lesson s that if communities invite the Fed-
eral Government to build houses for the citi-
zens, the wishes of the Federal bureaucracy
and not of the communities will be followed.

But when the gentleman from Detroit,
and I am not linking him up——

Mr. RABAUT. Grosse Point.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Grosse Point; excuse
me. I am not linking him up with these
gangsters at all. We all know he is not
that kind of a man. But what I cannot
understand is why you Members of the
majority who believe in religion, and in
law and in enforcement of law, and in
peace, and the rights of the American
citizens do not vote that way when these
questions come up in the House.

Mr. RABAUT. And add to those
phrases one more, national unity.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Yes; and add unity.
What kind of unity do you want? Do you
want the kind that Murphy wanted?

Mr. RABAUT, I want any kind we
can get. We need it now. The call for
it is echoing in the valley for it comes
from the mountaintops.

Mr. HOFFMAN, Then you will join
with me to give to every American cit-
izen the right to work in a defense in-
dustry without being compelled to join
a union. You will join with me in giving
them the right to work 48 or 50 hours a
week.

Mr. RABAUT. The House expressed
itself on that this week. Why keep
bringing it up?

Mr. HOFFMAN. Because when you
have a truth like that and a principle at
stake, you never want to quit until you
have won. Do you want us to submit to
gangster rule? Murphy asked us to sub-
mit to the goon squads. He asked us to
give up our property, our personal lib-
erty, our right to work, in order to avoid
violence. Those are the very things we
are now arming a million men to protect.
I for one will never submit to gangsters,
whether they be foreign or domestic,
whether they be Hitler and his armed
forces or Murray or Green and their goon
squads.

Unity is all right, and we all want it,
provided it does not require the surrender
of our liberty to the lawless.

Mr. RABAUT. We have a leader in
the White House—our President—with
wartime powers.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Well, lay it on his
doorstep; I am not at this moment ac-
cusing him.

Mr. RABAUT. It is within his pow-
ers.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Why does he not do
it? He has authority, and it is his duty
to protect our workers, our farmers.
Read section 5299 of the Revised Stat-
utes.

Mr. RABAUT. You will have to ask
him.

Mr. HOFFMAN. We are trying to lay
it all on the President, but the President
signed that pension bill, and you did not
hear much criticism of him, though he
would have benefited more than anyone
else; but we caught Billy-be-damned for
it, and we ran for cover, let me tell you,
brother.

Mr. RABAUT. I did not file a bill to
repeal it.
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Mr. HOFFMAN. 1 did.

Mr. RABAUT. Do not say “we” ran
for cover.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Well, bless your dear
heart, when you fellows make a mistake
I do my best to get you out of the hole
every time. What I am trying to do now
is to get you to repent and follow the
sawdust trail and adopt some decent,
respectable legislation that will restore to
the American citizen a portion of his
right to take part in the service of his
country.

Mr. HOOK. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. HOFFMAN. 1 cannot resist.

Mr. HOOK. The gentleman will admit
that the great automotive indusiry in the
United States has had the greatest pro-
ductive ability of any industry in the
world, and when they really want produc-
tion, when they really want to turn out
tanks and war munitions, they turn to
that great industry, and they have rallied
to their support and they are going ahead
and they are going to give their limit.
Now how do you suppose those tanks are
rolling off the lines and how do you sup-
pose they are tooling for the war effort,
if the men in the plants are not doing it?

Mr. HOFFMAN. Of course, they are
turning out a prodigious amount of ma-
terial and if the union officers would for-
get business as usual we would get more.
But then Nelson comes along and says
they are 25 percent below production ca-
pacity. He ought to know.

Mr. HOOK. The reason for that is we
need time for tools. You have got fo
have tools.

Mr. PATRICK. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield there?

Mr. HOFFMAN. No; I cannot yield
now.

I will say to the gentleman from Mich-
igan [Mr. Hook] that it is not lack of
tools to which Mr. Nelson referred. His
statement was that our production was
25 percent less than the capacity of our
plants, and tools are included in the term
up]an i

Refer back to the increase in slow-
downs, stoppages, and strikes in the
month of February over those in the
month of January and you will find the
true reason for the lack of production.

Not long ago this House gave the C. 1.
0. and the A. F. of L. all that they asked
by way of defeating amendments which
would have curbed jurisdictional strikes,
sympathetic strikes, strikes in defense
plants. Since that time, we have had
many stoppages of work; we have had
many strikes, some of them wildcat
strikes, some of them union strikes.

We have had the unions insistent that
on this national defense work, if they
work more than 40 hours per week, they
be paid pay and a half or half as much
again for every hour of overtime. They
insist that, if they work on Sundays or
holidays, they receive double pay—this
when they know that our soldiers are on
duty 24 hours a day for less per month
than some union men receive for 1 day's
service.

Yes; and added to all these demands,
they insist that the American eitizen,
loyal and patriotic, eager to serve, sghall
not be permitted to work in defense of
his country unless he first pays the union,
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How a demand of that kind, how a
policy of that kind, must delight the heart
of Hitler, Mussolini, and Hirohito.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
10 minutes to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia [Mr. FLANNAGAN].

Mr. FLANNAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I
want to discuss during the few minutes
I have this afternoon the question of
parity. I am not only disturbed, I am
alarmed, over the false and misleading
propaganda that has been spread over
this country from one enéd to the other,
indicating that the farmers, in asking
for parity, are not patriotic in that they
are trying to hog something during this
emergency. I resent this propaganda.
There is no class in America more patri-
otic than the farming class.

For 10 long years Democrats and Re-
publicans alike have been preaching
parity. The Republican platform and
the Democratic platform alike contain
declarations in favor of parity, and now,
lo and behold, when the farmers are
about to reach the goal at which we
have been aiming for 10 long years, the
propaganda goes out that if we reach
that goal we are going to boost farm
prices to such an extent we will bring
about inflation. A greater piece of false-
hood—and I make the statement ad-
visedly—was never circulated. If you
raise every farm product to parity, you
will only increase the farm income some
$250,000,000. Will that bring about in-
flation? The idea is ridiculous. What
I cannot understand is this: You can
raise the wage scale and put millions of
dollars of new money in the pockets of
the laboring people, and no one hollers
inflation. You permit the industrialists
to make 200, 300, 500, yes, 1,500 percent
and add millions to their coffers, and no
one hollers inflation. But if you permit
the farmer to receive what you have been
telling him for the past 10 years is a fair
price, out goes the hue and cry that he
is hoggish. Listen; the farmers are pay-
ing 146 percent more for what they buy
than they did during the base period
from 1909 to 1914. No one seems to be
complaining because the things the farm-
ers buy have gone up 146 percent. Well,
parity, in simple words, only guarantees
to the farmer that when the things he
buys go up there shall be a corresponding
increase in the price of the things he
sells. Now, if Mr. Henderson wants to
be fair, why does he not erack down on
the fellows who are charging the farmers
146 percent over the base-period prices?
Why crack down on the farmers and let
the 146 percenters rlay the sky for the
limit?

Let me also call your attention to the
fact that the farming population, while
comprising one-third of our population,
only receives one-tenth of our national
income. As long as this remains true,
there is no earthly way the farming
class can bring about inflation.

Mr. GILCHRIST. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. FLANNAGAN. Yes.

Mr. GILCHRIST, What does the gen-
tleman say about the statement that

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

parity for the farmers will increase the
cost of living about a billion dollars?

Mr, FLANNAGAN. It is false. To
bring farm prices up to parity should
cause but very little, if any, advance in
food prices. I want to further say that
the rise in farm prices during the recent
past does not justify the price the con-
sumer is paying for food today. What
happens? Down in my district, I think,
we raise the best beef cattle in the world.
We got about a cent less per pound for
our heavy cattle in 1941 than we got in
1940, yet in spite of the fact that beef
cattle were bringing 1 cent per pound
more in 1940 than they brought in 1941,
beef selling in the meat markets averaged
around 10 cents per pound higher in 1941
than it did in 1940. Take wheat: When
wheat went up around 20 cents per
bushel, a loaf of bread went up 2 and 3
cents. There are 60 loaves to the bushel,
so when the farmer got an advance of 20
cents per bushel the cost to the con-
sumers, after the millers, processors, and
retail merchants finished doctoring it up,
was from $1.50 to $1.80 per bushel. The
same is true all the way down the line.
Yet someone is trying to create the im-
pression that the farmers are responsible
for the advance in the cost of living.

Now, I make this broad challenge:
There is no justification for the great ad-
vance in the cost-of food to the con-
sumers. Farm prices have not caused
the great advance, and farm prices, even
if permitted to go to 110 percent of
parity, would not be justification for such
an advance. Mr Henderson and the Sec-
retary are working on the wrong folks.
If they would pay a little more attention
to the millers, canners, processors,
brokers, and retail men and let the farm-
ers rest for a spell they would render the
consumers of this country a great service.

The farmers are not trying to dodge
their responsibility in this war. They
are willing to make sacrifices, any sacri-
fices necessary to win. but they rightly
believe that the sacrifices necessary to
win should be, as far as possible, equally
distribuied, and they resent, and right-
fully resent, being charged up with the
sins of others.

The argument was advanced the other
day, and by those in authority, that we
should permit some of the wheat and
corn to be sold for stock and pouliry
feed and for the distillation of alcohol.
Why? To keep the prices of pouliry
and stock feed and alcohol down. As to
stock and poultry feed, let me give but
one example. I wish I had time to really
go into the matter. Take poultry feed:
The cheapest of wheat would be put into
poultry feed known as scratch. Well, I
am advised the farmers would get a little
over $22 for the wheat going into a ton
of scratch. Now, this feed is quoted in
the Chicago market for from $36.50 to
$38.50 and I understand is being sold by
the retailers for around $45 per ton.
Now if wheat goes up to the parity price
per bushel, is there any justification to
increase the price of scratch to the con-
sumer? A farmer from South Carolina
told me today eggs were selling in his
home town for 15 to 20 cents per dozen.
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I phoned to one of the Washington gro-
cery stores and was advised eggs were
selling for 46 cents per dozen.

Oh, yes; the farmer gets charged up
with $45 feed for which he received $22
and 46-cent eggs for which he received
20 cents, and seemingly those in authority
are going a long way to make the charges
stick. All I want is for the public to know
the truth. And I am determined to give
them the truth.

Now, as to corn for alcohol. Corn is
bringing 76.6 cents per bushel, Parity
price of corn is 93.7 cents per bushel.
Now, what is the proposition with refer-
ence to corn? Why let the distillers have
it for less than parity, so alcohol can be
produced at the same price it can be pro-
duced from sugar? Why? Well, this is
what they tell you. If the distillers have
to pay parity, they will raise the price of
sugar alcohol to the price of corn alcohol,
and if we do not therefore lower the price
of corn we will permit the distillers to
reap an unjust profit. My answer: If
Mr. Henderson can crack down on the
farmers, why cannot he crack down on
the distillers? Let these would-be farm
experts answer that question to the satis-
faction of the farmers and the public.
Again I ask, Why take it out of the
farmer? Why hold the farmer down and
Eo{.ghold down the distiller of corn alco-

ol?

Mr. PLUMLEY. I can answer that if
the gentleman will permit. It is because
for years they have played the farmer
for a sucker. The football of political
manipulators; the source of fortunes for
middlemen and wholesalers and of sal-
aries for department and bureau heads
and jobs for lobbyists, the farmer—the
honest-to-God man who earns his few
dollars by sweat and blood and tears has
been made the goat by this administra-
tion. It is not funny now that it is no
joke. The bread basket producer of the
world has no business to be pressed into
poverty by a preogram such as the New
Deal has followed. Why the farmers
could have consented to its continuance
and c'o not realize what is being done to
them, why they tolerate it, is beyond me.
They have the solution in their hands if
they would wake up to realize that fact,
and the remedy, like charity, begins at
home,

Mr. FLANNAGAN. Well, they are not
going to play him for a sucker if I can
prevent it. If the membership of this
House, Democrats and Republicans alike,
had time to look into this parity ques-
tion, I am thoroughly convinced that
there would not be a baker’s dozen vote
against the provisions written into the
bill, and justly written into it, by Mr.
TarvER's committee. I just want the
farmer to get a fair deal. I am not will-
ing to have the sword of Damocles placed
in the hands of Mr. Henderson, when it
comes to the farmer. Place that power
in his hands, and let him be the sole
arbiter, ags he seems to be, and it would
take an avt of Divine Providence to save
the farmers of America.

I know the membership of this House
wants to give the American farmers a
square deal. That is all we are asking.
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We are not asking for any favors. We
are only asking that this House redeem
the pledge made the American farmers
for the past 10 years and give them a
parity price.

Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. FLANNAGAN. 1 yield.

Mr, RICH. Who gave Mr, Henderson
all this power?

Mr. FLANNAGAN. Ido not know who
gave him the power, but here is one Rep-
resentative who is willing to take it away
from him if he ever attempts to use it to
the detriment of the American farmer.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Virginia has expired.

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
10 minutes to the gentleman from South
Carolina [Mr. HARE].

Mr. HARE. Mr, Chairman, I want to
take just a few minutes to clarify what
appears to be a misunderstanding with
reference to soil-conservation payments,
or if I am wrong in my conception, I
would like to be corrected and put right.

Some people have the idea that soil-
conservation payments are gratuities to
farmers. 1 think it will be conceded by
practically everybody in this country that
agriculture is the basis of our national
wealth. I think it will be conceded, fur-
ther, that soil fertility is the basis of a
successful agriculture. Now, if you agree
with me in these two premises, let us take
the testimony of our soil experts. They
tell us that 300 years ago, or even 200
years ago, in this country we had ap-
proximately 9 inches of soil throughout
the length and breadth of the United
States. That was the average depth of
the soil—soil in which you could plant
seed and expect returns. That soil is
national wealth. Since the establish-
ment of our experiment stations and
other research agencies in the Depart-
ment of Agriculture those in charge have
found and said to us that on account of
erosion there has been depletion of this
soil to the extent of 4 inches. Therefore
we have lost nearly one-half of our-na-

tional wealth from the standpoint of soil, -

and it is estimated that in another 200
years, at the same rate of soil depletion,
with a normal increase in population,
the soil of this country would not have a
sufficient amount of plant food to feed
our people. We insist, therefore, it is a
problem for the Nation, a problem for the
Government to conserve the soil, con-
serve the plant food, conserve this ele-
ment of national wealth, and the plan
adopted a few years ago following the
farm-production program was that if a
farmer would adjust his farming opera-
tions to the program outlined by our
Department of Agriculture the Govern-
ment of the United States would pay him
for his labor and efforts. This program,
of course, contemplated restoration of
the soil or a further prevention of ero-
sion, further loss of the national wealth.
The plan was adopted to insure the
future security of our people.

You say, “Well, the farmer gets the
benefit of it.” Possibly he does, to a lim-
ited extent, but the farmer himself is not
charged with the responsibility of effect-
ing ways and means and plans for taking
care of the population 200 years from
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now. The people in industry, the people
in workshops, people in the various pro-
fessions 200 years from now, under the
policy that we have followed for the last
two centuries, would be unable to find a
supply of foodstuffs without having to
import them, and no one knows where
they would get them from. Therefore,
the Government, feeling its responsibil-
ily, has said to the farmers of the coun-
try, “If you will cooperate by adjusting
your farm operation in such a way as to
retain the soil, prevent further depletion,
and increase soil fertility, we will pay
you a certain amount for your effort.”
That is what I understand as soil-con-
servation benefits.

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. HARE, 1 yield.

Mr. MURDOCEK. I would l'ke to ask
the gentleman two or three questions. Is
it not sometimes claimed by the opposi-
tion that the farmer is paid for not pro-
ducing crops, thereby giving the wrong
impression?

Mr. HARE. That is correct. That is
the reason I stated at the outset that I
wanted to clarify some misunderstandings
on the part of some people, if I could, and
if I were wrong I wanted to have my im-
pressions clarified.

Mr. MURDOCK. Is it not true that
this country could be turned into a Sa-
hara Desert, not only through defeat by
such powers as the Axis, but also by a
continuation of the very process that has
been going on here for 200 years?

M_r. HARE. If I am to believe the in-
tegrity and ability of soil experts, of those
familiar with these subjects, that within
two_centuries-—and that is only a span in
the life of a nation—within two centuries
the productivity of the soil of this coun-
try, if depletion should continue at the
rate it has for the last 200 years, then
we may have almost a desert—that is,
you would have land that would be non-
productive. You would have land from
which the people could expect little or
nothing. If would not even support the
man who tilled it, much less get a sur-
plus with which to support the people in
industry, in workshops, and in various
types of occupation throughout the
country.

Therefore, at the expense of repetition,
let me say that the soil-conservation pro-
gram is to pay the farmer for the con-
tribution he is making at the expense of
sweat and elbow grease to preserve the
national wealth of our country in order
that it may be available in the centuries
to come.

Mr. MURDOCK. In other words, we
should establish a soil, as well as a Con-
stitution, “for ourselves and our pos-
terity.”

Mr, GRANGER. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. HARE. I yield.

Mr. GRANGER. The gentleman said
that hundreds of years ago land was
considered the basis of wealth. Is it not
true today also?

Mr. HARE. I make that my basic
premise, that agriculture is the basis of
our national wealth and that scil fer-
tility is the basis of successful agricul-
ture, If I am correct in this, then it is a

MARCH 4

national problem to see that the fertility
of the soil throughout the Nation is pre-
served; and if the problem is to be solved
it has been decided by those assigned to
its solution that it can best be done by
paying the farmer for cooperating with
his government in its soil-conserva-
tion program. The farmer who preserves
his soil not only discharges a patriotic
duty to his government but contributes
to the future wealth of his nation and
the support and happiness of unborn
generations; and the small payment he
gets now is not a gratuity, it is a payment
for services.

[Here the gavel fell.]l

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Mr. Chairman, 1
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Colorado [Mr. Hirr].

Mr. HILL of Colorado. Mr. Chairman,
I asked for this time for the express pur-
pose of calling to the arttention of the
House a telegram I received this morning
from the secretary of the Colorado Min-
ing Association which just bears out the
stalement made on tke floor a while ago
that when we turn all this power over to
bureaus, boards, and commissions, we
have no way of keeping track of what
they are doing, this is the situation that
develops:

DeNVER, CoLo., March 3, 1942.
Houn. WiLLiam 8, HiLL,
House Office Building:
Amendment to priority orders P-56 and
P-56-A issued today by Metals Division, War
Production Board, excluding all metal mines
producirg more than 30 percent in dollar
value of gold and/or silver will close down
virtually all mines in Celorado. Entire dis-
tricts whose economy is based on mining, in-
cluding the general eccnom; of the State of
Colorado, will be vitally affected. The seri-
ousness of this order cannot be overempha-
sized, and we appeal to you to use every effort
to have the order rescinded. By reason of the
gold and silver wvalues in our ores we have
been able to produce approximately 22,000,000
pounds of copper, lead, and zinc annually.
The production of these vital war metals will
be cut off if this order stands, as all of Colo-
rado mines, with few exceptions, rely on their
gold and silver values to keep in operation.
Tue order affects Colerade more drastically
than any other State and is a State-wide
tragedy. A delegation will come to Washing-
ton next week tu help you in your efforts.
RoOEBERT 8. PALMER,
Secretary, Colorado Mining Association.

I just mention this because these boys
are going to be compelled to shut down
every mine in Coloradn.

[Here the gavel fell.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman has expired. All time has ex-
pired. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

MISCELLANEOUS EXPENSES, DEPARTMENT OF
AGRICULTURE

For stationery, supplies, materials, and
equipment, freight, express, and drayage
charges, advertising, communication service,
postage, washing towels, repairs, and altera-
tions; for the maintenance, repair, and opera-
tion of one motorcycle and not to exceed three
motor-propelled passenger-carrying vehicles
(including one for the Secretary ol Agricul=
ture, one for general utility needs of the en-
tire Department, and one for the Forest Serv-
ice) and purchase of one motor~propelied
passenger-carrying vehicle at not to exceed
$1,500, including the exchange value of one
such vehicle, for official purposes only; for
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official travel expenses, including examination
of estimates for appropriations in the field
for any bureau, office, or service of the De-
partment; and for other miscellaneous sup-
plies and expenses not otherwise provided for
and necessary for the practical and efficient
work of the Department, which are author-
ized by such officer as the Secretary may desig-
nate, $08,341, together with such amounts
from other appropriations or authorizations
as are provided in the schedules in the Budg-
et for the fiscal year 1943 for such expenses,
which several amounts or portions thereof,
as may be determined by the Secretary, not
exceeding a total of $131,605, shall be trans-
ferred to and made a part of this appropria-
tion: Provided, however, That if the total
amounts of such appropriations or authori-
zations for the flscal year 1943 shall at any
time exceed or fall below the amounts esti-
mated, respectively, therefor in the Budget
for 1948, the amounts transferred or to be
transferred therefrom to this appropriation
shall be increased or decreased in such
amounts as the Director of the Bureau of the
Budget, after a hearing thereon with repre-
sentatives of the Department, shall determine
are appropriate to the requirements as
changed by such reductions or increases in
such appropriations or authorizations: Pro-
vided jurther, That this appropriation shall
be available for the payment of salaries of
employees engaged in the maintenance, re-
pair, and operation of motor-transport ve-
hicles, and that this appropriation shall be
reimbursed from the appropriation made for
any bureau or office for which such service is
performed, in accordance with the provisions
of the act of May 11, 1922 (5 U. 8. C. 543):
Provided further, That the Secretary of Agri-
culture, during the fiscal year for which this
appropriation is made, may maintain stocks
of stationery, supplies, equipment, and mis-
cellanecus materials sufficient to meet, in
whole or in part, requirements of the bureaus
and offices of the Department in the city of
Washington and elsewhere, but not to exceed
in the aggregate $200,000 ir value at the close
of the fiscal year, and the appropriations of
such bureaus, offices, and agencies available
for the purchase of stationery, supplies,
equipment, and miscellaneous materials shall
be available to reimburse the appropriation
for miscellaneous expenses current at the
time supplies are allotted, assigned, or issued,
or when payment is received; for transfer for
the purchase of inventory; and for transfer
pursuant to the provisions of section 601 of
the act approved June 30, 1932 (31 U. 8. C.
686) : Provided jurther, That the appropria-
tions made hereunder shall be avallable for
the payment of salaries and expenses for pur-
chasing, storing, handling, packing, or ship-
ping supplies and blank forms, and there
shall be charged proportionately as a part of
the cost of supplies issued an amount to
cover sucH salaries and expenses, and in the
case of blank forms and supplies not pur-
chased from this appropriation an amount to
cover such salaries and expenses shall be
charged proportionately to the proper appro-
priation: Provided further, That the facilities
of the central storehouse of the Department
shall to the fullest extent practicable be used
to make unnecessary the maintenance of
separate bureau storehouse activities in the
Department: Provided further, That a sep-
arate schedule of expenditures, transfers of
funds, or other transactions hereunder shall
be included in the annual Budget: Provided
Jurther, That, except to provide materials re-
quired in or incident to research er experi-
mental work where no suitable domestie
preduct is available, no part of the funds ap-
propriated by this act shall be expended in
the purchase of twine manufactured from
commodities or materials produced outside of
the United States.

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. Chairman, I
offer an amendment.
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The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. MoNrRONEY: On
page 5, line 11, strike out "“$98,341" and insert
*$33,841."

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr, Chairman, I
want to take the time of the House to
explain what I am going to attempt to
do in regard to this agricultural bill.
I, like many hundreds of Members of the
House, have felt rather a sense of futility
in remaining in the House and passing
without reduction appropriation bills as
they come before us. We know that these
bills are carefully weighed by efficient
committees of the House, that they go
into these matters at great length, they
hear the testimony from the depart-
ments, they have the evidence that has
been gathered by the Budget Bureau, but
these bills deal in millions and often-
times billions.

We watch them go through and we
sometimes wish we could do something
about the waste that each and every
one of us realizes is going on.

During the black-out last night I took
the opportunity to go through this gen-
erous-sized book issued by the Bureau
of the Budget and came to a startling
realization by following out a little hobby
I have of analyzing one particular ele-
ment of an expense hill.

From that analysis I found that the
Department of Agriculture bill as re-
ported today and as reported by the
Budget contains - practically $16,000,000
for travel expenses. Sixteen million dol-
lars for travel expenses. I analyzed it
carefully last night and today checked
with the Budget Bureau to be certain
that I was not duplicating any items
from transferred funds. I found, for in-
stance, such items as Soil Conservation
Service spending $1,003,000 for travel
It seems like our topsoil is not the only
thing that is moving.

Purther, I find that the A. A, A,, under
the Soil and Domestic Allotment Act, is
going to spend $1,491,000 for fravel ex-
pense for the coming year.

Now, I could go on at length with these
items. I have about 30 amendments to
offer. I hate to take the time of the
committee with these amendments but to
reduce as much of the $16,000,000 as pos-
sible requires it. This present one you
are invited to vote on now provides for a
reduction of $65,500 from the amount
recommended by the committee of $98,-
341 provided for miscellaneous expendi-
tures in the office of the Secretary. The
office of the Secretary miscellaneous ex-
penditures is budgeted for travel ex-
penses for $131,000 for the coming year.
We divide the $131,000 for travel expense
in half and arrive at the figure $65,550
that I am seeking to reduce this particu-
lar item of the appropriation bill.

We all know that the charge of pica-
yunish may be hurled at such an effort to
strike from this gigantic appropriation
bill only such small sums as twenty or
thirty thousand dollars, but I call your
attention to the fact that throughout this
great, broad land of ours today, the
money that is going to see Uncle Sam
through this most dangerous time in the
history of our Union is coming in in
driblets of 10 and 25 cents from the chil-
dren, workers, and farmers.
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This reduction and others that I seek
will not hurt the agricultural appropria-
tion bill one iota. It merely expects Gov-
ernment employees and bureau office-
holders to come down to a realization of
the fight and danger we are in. We can-
not tolerate waste and go to our people
with the tax bill that we must go to them
with on March 15 of this year, and then
double that figure next year without
making every possible effort to cut non-
defense items all along the line.

It may be contended that these
amounts are vital for travel, but I pro-
pose to allow one-half of the amount
that is budgeted for travel. They can
travel half as much, they may go half as
far, send one-half as many workers on
trips or if they have to do it they might
even ride the day coaches to Washington
for some of these conferences. I ask for
the adoption of the amendment.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. MONRONEY. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Michigan.

Mr., CRAWFORD. We should also
bear in mind that train rates and pas-
senger rates have been increased very
materially just recently and that the new
tax bill carries a 15-percent increase in
straight passenger fares and a 20-percent
increase in Pullman and chair-car rates.

Mr. MONRONEY. The gentleman
knows that Government employees on
official duty do not pay that tax.

Mr. CRAWFORD. They may not pay
the tax, but they ride the airplanes and
push up the rate considerably.

Mr. MONRONEY. They get a 15-per-
cent reduction on the airplanes. I think
this is a good amendment.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I will support the
amendment.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr, TARVER. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr.
MONRONEY ],

Mr. Chairman, I do not think it should
be necessary for the committee to take
time in opposition to all these thirty-odd
amendments that the gentleman from
Oklahoma says it is his purpose to offer
in the course of the consideration of
this bill if in every instance, as in this
instance, he has no reason whatever
based upon facts which ought to have
consideration for the reduction which he
proposes. Economy is a very desirable
thing. Our subcommittee thought so,
too, and for this reason it has recom-
mended cuts in the amounts in this bill,
including direct appropriations, reappro-
priations, and loans aggregating $560,-
000,000, below the current year.

No one can charge that the subcom-
mittee in the preparation of this bill
has been inclined toward extravagance.
The gentleman by this amendment pro-
poses, if I understood it correctly, a re-
duction of about $65,000 in the $98,000
item, without reason, except the gentle-
man’s desire for economy and his fear
that the school children of America in
10- and 15-cent contributions are going
to make up the amount of these expendi-

ures.

Mr.. MONRONEY., Will the gentle-
man yield?
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Mr, TARVER. 1 yield to the gentle-
man from Oklahoma,

Mr, MONRONEY. The appropriation
which the gentleman has mentioned as
being listed in the Budget on page 303
of grand-total obligations includes trans-
fers under the bookkeeping system of the

Department of Agriculture totaling
$1,029,946.
Mr. TARVER. I hope the gentleman

is not laboring under the impression that
when he desires to decrease some other
item in the appropriation bill he may do
it by cutting off an amount of one par-
ticular item which has no relationship to
the other items which he thinks ought to
be decreased. The gentleman is propos-
ing to decrease the $98,000 item here to
$33,000. Does the gentleman know of
any reason other than his very earnest
desire for economy why the amount of
$98,341 should be decreased? If so, I
yield to him for an explanation.

Mr. MONRONEY. Because you have
in the fund against which this Depart-
ment charges the sum total of $1,029,000.
I seek to decrease it by only a small
amount, only one-half of the money that
our public officials are planning to spend
on travel for the coming year.

Mr. TARVER. I presume the gentle-
man's other 30 amendments propose to
decrease by half the money that is pro-
posed for expenditure, which, of course,
is a very wise method of writing an ap-
propriation bill. The thing to do, ac-
cording to the gentleman’s ides, is to have
the Budget submit estimates, have the
committee reduce the estimates, as in this
bill, $2,000,000 below what the Budget
has recommended, and then cut what is
left in half. The gentleman has the idea
that the result will be a proper provision
for the Department of Agriculture. I
think that idea is so unsound as not to
require further discussion. I hope the
amendment and all the other amend-
ments of the gentleman, unless they have
a sounder foundation, may be rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Oklahoma.

The question was taken; and on a di-
vision (demanded by Mr. MONRONEY)
there were—ayes 22, noes 28.

So the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

OFFICE OF THE SOLICITOR

For necessary expenses for the Office of So-
licitor, including personal services in the
District of Columbia and elsewhere, pur-
chase of lawbooks, books of reference, and
periodicals, and payment of fees or dues for
the use of law librarles by attorneys in the
field service, $210,000, together with such
amounts from other appropriations or au-
thorizations as are provided in the schedules
in the Budget for the fiscal year 1843 for
such expenses, which several amounts or por-
tions thereof, as may be determined by the
Becretary, not exceeding a total of $1,937,749,
shall be transferred to and made a part of
this appropriation; and there may be ex-
pended for personal services iIn the District
of Columbia not to exceed the total amount
set up in the Budget schedules for such pur-
pose under this appropriation: Provided, how=-
ever, That if the total samounts of such
appropriations or autherizations for the fiscal
year 1943 shall at any time exceed or fall
below the amounts estimated, respectively,
therefor in the Budget for 1943, the amounts
transferred or to be transferred therefrom to
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this appropriation and the amount which
may be expended for personal services in the
District of Columbia shall be Increased or
decreased in such amounts as the Director of
the Bureau of the Budget, after a hearing
thereon with representatives of the Depart-
ment, shall determine are appropriate to the
requirements as changed by such reductions
or increases in such appropriations or au-
thorizations.

Mr. MONRONEY.
offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. MonNrONEY: On
page 7, line 25, after "“service”, strike out
“$210,000” and insert “$184,275.”

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. Chairman, I
am sorry the distinguished chairman of
the committee does not see fit to think
that in this time it is important that we
pick out every possible item that can be
saved to gird America for the tremen-
dous battle we are in.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MONRONEY. 1 yield to the gen-
tleman from New York.

Mr. TABER. Can the gentleman give
us any reason why the chairman of the
subcommittee should ask him to give de-
tailed reasons why his amendment
should be adopted, and then not give any
detailed reasons why it should be re-
jected?

Mr. MONRONEY. I thank the gen-
tleman very much. I do think it is a
little bit unusual that a Member ques-
tioning an appropriation should be made
to give the reasons for doing so. In my
experience in legislation, it has always
seemed that the man who was trying to
get the money out of the taxpayers’ hide
was the man who had to furnish the pre-
ponderance of the proof that the ex-
penditure was justified.

Mr. GORE. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MONRONEY. 1 yield to the gen-
tleman from Tennessee.

Mr. GORE. I have the utmost respect
for the gentleman from Oklahoma. I
have not studied the bill as diligently as
he has studied it, nor the Budget esti-
mates, but I would be surprised if the
gentleman from Oklahoma took as un-
sound a position as the gentleman from
Georgia, for whom I also have a high
regard, has indicated. I have observed
that the gentleman from Oklahoma ex-
ercises care in taking a position and that
he has a remarkable record of sound po-
sitions. I understood him to say there
was $16,000,000 for travel expenses in
the bill.

Mr. MONRONEY. That is correct.

Mr. GORE. Isitthe gentleman’s pur-
pose to try to reduce that appropriation?

Mr. MONRONEY. Mj purpose is to
try to reduce that by about one-half and
save the taxpayers of this country ap-
proximately $8,000,000, that will never
be missed by the farmers of this country
one bit. It will only inconvenience and
disturb some bureaucrat downtown and
perhaps force him to ride in an upper
berth or in a chair car or come to these
Washington or district conferences just
half as often. I cannot see how any man
can defend paying out money for such a
purpose in an hour like this.

Mr. Chairman, I
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Mr. GORE. I think we ought to cut
out a lot of travel expense.

Mr. MONRONEY. I thank the gen-
E}eman from Tennessee for his contribu-

on.

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONRONEY. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Ohio.

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Does the gentle-
man believe the farmers of the United
States would miss anything if you cut
out all those travel expenses?

Mr. MONRONEY. I cannot see how
they could.

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Of course not.

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr, Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONRONEY. I yield to the gen-
tlewoman from Illinois.

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. If the
amendment to cut out the Farm Security
Administration appropriation should be
adopted, has the gentleman any idea how
much smaller an appropriation would be
required for legal fees under this pro-
vision?

Mr. MONRONEY. I am working now
merely on the travel accounts, This
paragraph of the lawyers totals in the
Budget for travel for the coming year
$51,450. There must be some reason why
the Budget itemizes this account. Per-
haps I do not understand the gentleman
from Georgia. Perhaps that is all super-
fluous language in the Budget. How-
ever, they have carefully under the 0-6
account in connection with every one of
these departments listed the total
amount they are setting up for expendi-
ture for travel.

Mr. TARVER. Of course, if the gen-
tleman is seriously insisting on his
amendment, and it appears that several
of our colleagues think it ought to be
seriously considered, I believe he ought
to be in a position to tell us why he has
adopted the particular figure he has
suggested in his amendment.

Mr. MONRONEY. Iwould be happy to
tell the gentleman, but I would first like
to call his attention to the fact that I can
find no evidence that his great committee
inquired into the cost or the total or the
amount to justify the travel account or
why it was fixed at these figures in reach-
ing these travel appropriations,

Mr. TARVER. I am not sure that I
understand the gentleman.. Does he
mean that he has read the heartngs be-
fore the subcommittee and has been un-
able to get information on that subject?

Mr. MONRONEY. The gentleman
knows it is impossible to read completely
through the hearings in one evening, but
I have been unable to find in my reading
of the hearings any extended or impor-
tant testimony taken by the members of
the committee to determine how many
dollars were required by what officers for
travel to carry on the work of the De~
partment of Agriculture,

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
opposition to the amendment.

There is included in this item which
the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr.
MoNRONEY] seeks so drastically to reduce
$51,450 for travel, which is a reduction by
the Budget, whose recommendation in
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the matter was approved by the subcom-

mittee, in the amount of $20,000, ap-

aroximately, a very considerable reduc-
on.

The gentleman, in offering his first
amendment awhile ago, undertook to
say, and, of course, his statement is ap-
preciated——

Mr. GORE. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. TARVER. No; I will not yield to
the gentleman at this time.

That the subcommittee had entered
into a consideration of all these items in
great detail, which it has. The subcom-
mittee has been engaged in its work since
the 19th of November 1941. It has taken,
including the copper hearings, over 2,000
pages of evidence. I do not say that I
remember now every item of testimony
regarding every one of these subdivisions
of expense in the various bureaus and
divisions of the Department. I do not.
Perhaps there are some men on the sub-
committee who might be capable of doing
it. But I do know that we have given
careful consideration to every item, ad-
duced evidence with reference to them,
and have effected reductions, where we
could without, in our opinion, injuring
the work of the Deparfment. Those re-
ductions have, as I have already indi-
cated in the matter of direct appropria-
tions, run approximately $2,000,000 be-
low the Budget figures which have very
drastically reduced the amount of the
appropriation for the Department for the
next year. I do not think there is any
basis upon which, under these circum-
stances, the committee could arbitrarily
say that you ought to cut in half the
amount which had been allowed in the
subcommittee’s bill for the Solicitor’s
Office for travel expense after the amount
had already been reduced by the Budget
by $20,000.

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. TARVER. I yield to the gentle-
man.

Mr. MONRONEY. May I ask the dis-
tinguished chairman if this amount of
some fifty thousand dollars was put into
the Budget prior to Pear]l Harbor or after
Pearl Harbor, and does the gentleman
think that has any importance in the
consideration of this appropriation?

Mr. TARVER. I think the gentleman
is not any more interested than I or more
interested than any member of our com-
mittee in the matter of effecting every
possible economy. We knew of our na-
tional danger before Pearl Harbor.
There were some of us who were trying
to effect such economies as were possible
before Pearl Harbor. May I say to the
gentleman that, perhaps, I have voted
against more appropriations in recent
years than any Member of the House
with one or two possible exceptions. I
have voted against over $14,000,000,000
of appropriations that have been made
during this administration. I do not
yield to him or anyone else in the matter
of bringing about reasonable economy,
but I do not think it is fair even to con-
sider taking a broadax and whacking
off half of an appropriation which is
recommended by a subcommittee which
has given careful consideration to all
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of the facts in relation to that and other
appropriations in the bill. If you think
so, &ll right. I think you are going to
injure seriously the Department of Agri-
culture if you do it.

I think the gentleman is a very able
man, but I would think he certainly
should not be insisting on making this
drastic reduction of one-half of an item
without advancing any reason upon
which to base that action and expect
that the House will do it. I certainly
hope that it may not be seriously con-
sidered.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
support of the amendment.

Mr. Chairman, while this amount is
spoken of as being a great sum, yet the

_sum total is $210,000, and my mission in

taking the floor is to speak about an item
that I believe probably most of the Mem-
bers of the House may have some idea
about and will realize what the appro-
priation of such an amount will mean.
When we get down to talking about
$100,000 or $50,000 or $25,000, I can un-
derstand that, and I believe that a ma-
jority of the Members can understand
it, but when the chairman of the com-
mittee, the genial gentleman from
Georgia, and one of the fine men here,
states that he voted against $14,000,-
000,000 of appropriations, why, gracious
goodness, that is not very much.

He voted against $14,000,000,000. Mr.
Chairman, we have appropriated over
$116,000,000,000 since the 22d of January,
and that does not take into consideration
the enormous appropriations made last
year, the most extravagant appropria-
tions ever made up until January of this
year., When the gentleman submitted
this amendment cutting down the item
of salaries, certainly one can realize
that we have had too much running
around in government. There is too
much in this bill that never should have
been legislated—itoo much money here
that should never be appropriated. A
number of items in this bill will have
amendments offered to cut them down.
The people of the country have the idea
that we are cutting down the regular
appropriations of government. Last
year you told them that, and you told
it to them the year before, and they
think we are going to do it. I do not
think we are going to cut them down
because too many different branches of
the Government want to be perpetu-
ated, and there is no better evidence of
that than in this sugar quota we have
in this bill, $48,000,000. Last year we
paid the sugar growers of this country
millions and millions of dollars not to
raise sugar. We have in this bill $48,-
000,000 for the sugar raisers, to raise
sugar. The subcommittee says it should
not be appropriated, and yet we put it
in the bill. There is somebody in high
authority in this Government that says
that we ought to do it, to maintain this
force of Government workers on the pay
roll. They have to pay the farmer now
for raising sugar, when a year ago we
paid them for not raising sugar. What
is the matter with this Congress?

Mr. MAHON. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?
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Mr. RICH. Yes.

Mr. MAHON. The gentleman says
that somebody in high authority brought
it about. Is it not true that last Decem-
ber both Democrats and Republicans of
the House passed the authorization bill
which is the basis for this appropriation?

Mr. RICH. The fact of the matter is
that last year you had 250 tons of sugar
over here in Puerto Rico that the Agri-
cultural Department refused to let the
farmers touch. They refused to let them
harvest that sugar, and you bring in a
bill now that tries to raise more sugar,
and you are going to pay the farmers
what you did last year. If the farmers
want such a bill, you ought to stop it,
and the best way to do it is to stop ap-
propriations. I am not opposed to Con-
gress doing things like that, I say to my
friend from Texas, and I hope the gen-
tleman will join me.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania has ex-
pired.

Mr. COLLINS. Mr, Chairman, I move
to strike out the last 2 words. The
item under discussion involves a small
one for travel. There are 202 lawyers
in the Solicitor’s office and all of them I
dare say do a certain amount of traveling.
The amount is meager for each lawyer
and remember it includes subsistence and
other expenses in addition to the actual
railroad fare, automobile, and other
means of transportation.

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. COLLINS. Not now. I do not
think the amount is unusual for a lawyer
to spend in the transaction of business.
Every lawyer in the United States spends
more than that amount sought every year
for travel expenses. To show you the
good faith of the department and the
committee in cutting this appropriation
bill, the item of travel expense has been
reduced by $20,000. In other words, we
realized the necessity for economy. For
these reasons I hope the House will
ratify the action of the subcommittee.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Oklahoma.

The question was taken; and the Chair,
being in doubt the Committee divided,
and there were—ayes 48, noes 37.

Mr. TARVER. Mr, Chairman, I ob-
ject to the vote upon the ground that it
discloses the absence of a quorum.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will
count. [After counting.] One hundred
and six Members present, a quorum.

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand tellers.

The CHAIRMAN. As many as are in
favor ordering tellers will rise and stand
until counted. [After counting.] Evi-
dently a sufficient number.

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, I move
that the Committee do now rise.

The question was taken; and on a divi-
sion (demanded by Mr. MoNRONEY) there
were—ayes 72, noes 37.

Accordingly the Committee rose; and
the Speaker having resumed the chair,
Mr. RaMsPECK, Chairman of the Commit-
tee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union, reported that that Committee,
having had under consideration the bill
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H. R. 6709, the Department of Agriculture
appropriation bill, had come to no resolu-
tion thereon.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
from Michigan [Mr. HoFFMaN] may in-
clude in the remarks he made today some
newspaper articles and one editorial.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

FERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
from Michigan [Mr, EnGeL] may be per-
mitted to address the House for 20 min-
utes on Monday next, following any other
special orders which may have been here-
tofore entered.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

- ACQUISITION OF FRENCH POSSESSIONS
IN THE WESTERN HEMISPHERE

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr.
Speaker, during World War No. 1 we ac-
guired the Virgin Islands and paid $25,-
000,000 for them. They have given us a
few headaches but at least they are bases
for us today and not potential bases for
an enemy unless he captures them.

Today there is widespread uneasiness
over what Vichy France may do with her
fleet. If it goes into operation on the
side of the Axis Powers, every island
owned by France in this hemisphere be-
comes a potential base for enemy opera-
tions, a certain base for enemy activity,
I should say. Newspaper editorials and
special articles over the week end were
prolific on this subject.

France is hungry. France needs food
and gold. Whether it is more dangerous
for her to have food and gold than pos-
session of bases on both sides of the Pan-
ama Canal I do not know. I feel it not
inappropriate, however, again to call at-
tention of the Foreign Affairs Committee
to a bill, H. R. 4781, which I introduced
last May which would direct the Secre-
tary of State to institute negotiations
with the Government of France looking
toward the acquisition by the United
States of the French possessions in the
Western Hemisphere, particularly the
Islands of Martinique, Guadaloupe, St.
Pierre, and Miquelon in the Atlantic
Ocean; Clipperton and the islands of
French Oceania in the Pacific Geean; and
the Province of French Guiana in South
America, together with such ships, air-
planes, and cargoes as the French Gov-
ernment may care to sell, and to pay
therefor with gold, food, commodities,
and credits as herein provided.

[Here the gavel fell.]

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mrs. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my remarks
and include therein an article written by
one of the classmates of Ensign Craig
Spowers, my candidate to Annapolis in
1937, who graduated with the class of
1941 with distinction, and who died in
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the defense of his country on the Reuben
James when she was torpedoed on the
night of October 30-31, 1941. Craig
Spowers was the first casualty of the class
of 1841. He was an outstanding exam=-
ple of American manhood and typifies all
that is best in courage and patriotism.
My heartfelt sympathy has been and is
again expressed to his family in their
great sorrow.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentlewoman from New
Jersey?

There was no objection.

(By unonimous consent, Mr. SANDERS
was granted permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

Mr. EIRWAN, from the Committee on
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com-
mittee had examined and found truly
enrolled bills of the House of the follow-
ing titles, which were thereupon signed
by the Speaker:

H.R.3761. An act for the relief of Mrs.
Willie M. Maye; and

H.R.3966. An act for the relief of Estella
King.

BILLS AND A JOINT RESOLUTION PRE-
SENTED TO THE PRESIDENT

Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee on
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com-
mittee did on this day present to the
President, for his approval, bills and a
joint resolution of the House of the fol-
lowing titles:

H.R.3761. An act for the relief of Mrs.
Willie M. Maye;

H.R.3966. An act for the relief of Estella
King;

H.R.4401. An act to provide for the estab-
lishment of a commissary or canteen at Glenn
Dale Sanatorium, Glenn Dale, Md;

H.R.6291. An act to amend the Merchant
Marine Act, 1936, as amended, to provide for
the coordination of the forwarding and simi-
lar servicing of water-borne export and im-
port foreign commerce of the United States;

H.R.6375. An act to amend subchapter 2
of chapter 19 of the Code of Law for the Dis-
trict of Columbia;

H. R.6446. An act to provide for continuing
payment of pay and allowances of personnel
of the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, and Coast
Guard, including the retired and Reserve com-
ponents thereof; the Coast and Geodetic Sur-
vey and the Public Health Service; and
civilian employees of the executive depart-
ments, independent establishments, and agen-
cies during periods of absence from post of
duty, and for other purposes;

H.R.6550. An act to extend and amend
subtitle “Insurance” of title II of the Mer-
chant Marine Act, 1936, as amended (Public,
No. 677, 76th Cong.), approved June 29, 1940,
and for other purposes;

H.R.6611. An act making additional ap-
propriations for the national defense for the

.fiscal year ending June 30, 1942, and for other

purpeses; and

H.J. Res. 248. Joint resolution to direct the
Commissioners of the District of Columbia to
make an investigation and survey to deter-
mine the feasibility of the construction of
subways in the District of Columbia for both
streetcar and vehicular traffic,

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly
(at 4 o'clock and 51 minutes p. m.) the
House adjourned until tomorrow, Thurs-
day, March 5, 1942, at 12 o’clock noon.

MARCH 4

COMMITTEE HEARINGS
COMMITTEE ON THE MERCHANT MARINE AND
FISHERIES
POSTPONEMENT OF HEA&II-‘GS ON H. R. 6503

This will advise you that the hearings
previously scheduled for Tuesday, Febru-
ary 17, 1942, at 10 a. m., have been post-
poned until Thursday, March 5, 1942, at
10 a. m., on the following bill*- H. R. 6503,
to extend and amend certain emergency
laws relating to the merchant marine,
and for other purposes.

COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION AND RECLAMATION

The Committee on Irrigation and Rec-
lamation will continue its hearings on
H. R. 6522 on Thursday, March 5, 1942,
at 10:30 a. m., in room 353, House Office
Building.

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY

On Wednesday, March 11, 1942, at 10
a.m. subcommittee No. 3, oi the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary will continue hear-
ings on H. R. 6444, to provide for the
registration of labor organizations, busi-
ness, and trade associations, and so forth.
The hearing will be held in the Judiciary
Committee room, 346 House Office Build-
ing, Washington, D. C.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

1451. A letter from the Secretary of the
Navy, transmitting a draft of a proposed bill
to amend the act approved June 24, 1926,
entitled “An act to authorize the construc-
tion and procurement of aircraft and air-
craft equipment in the Navy and Marine
Corps, and to adjust and define the status
of the operating personnel in connection
therewith,” so as to provide for the estab-
lishment of the designation of naval aviation
pilot (airship), and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Naval Affairs,

1452. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting a draft of
a proposed provision pertaining to an exist-
ing appropriation for the fiscal year 1942, for
the Office of Education, Federal Security
Agency, and a proposed provision pertaining
to the estimate of appropriation for the
same office for 1943, submitted in the form
of an amendment to the 1943 Budget (H.
Doc. No. 642); to the Committee on Appro-
priations and ordered to be printed.

1453. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting, in the
form of an amendment to the Budget for
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, a sup-
plemental estimate of appropriation for the
War Department for flood control, in the
amount of $2,210,000, to remain available
until expended (H. Doc. No. 643); to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered
to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. ELLIOTT of California: Joint Commit-
tee on the Disposition of Executive Papers.
House Report No. 1853. Report on the dis-
position of records by sundry departments
of the United States Government. Ordered
to be printed.

Mr. ELLIOTT of California: Joint Com-
mittee on the Disposition of Executive
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Papers. House Report No. 1854. Report on
the disposition of records by sundry depart-
ments of the United States Government.
Ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. MASON: Committee on Immigration
and Naturalization. H. R. 5059, A bill to
grant the status of quota immigrants to Mr.
William B. Fawkner and his wife Mrs. Ida
Fawkner; with amendment (Rept. No. 1852).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public bills
and resolutions were introduced and sev-
erally referred as follows:

By Mr. THOMAS F. FORD:

H.R.6723. A bill for the relief of the State
fompensation insurance fund, SBtate of Cali-
fornia; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. DONDERO:

H.R.6724. A bill authorizing the con-
struction, repair, and preservation of certaln
public works on rivers and harbors, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Rivers
and Harbors,

By Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL:

H.R.6725. A bill to extend to April 15 the
time for filing certain income-tax returns; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. HOLMES:

H.R.6727. A bill to lower the rate of tax
imposed with respect to the transfer of cer-
tain small guns; and to lower the rate of
tax imposed upon manufacturers and deal-
ers in such guns; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of rule XXII,

Mr MACIORA introduced & bill (H. R.
6726) to provide for the establishment of a
commissary or vending stand in the Wash-
ington asylum and jail, which was referred

~ to the Committee on the District of Colum-
bia.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk
and referred as follows:

2516. By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the
executive council of the Beaver County (Pa.)
Sabbath School Association, an acecredited
auxiliary of the Pennsylvania State Sabbath
Bchool Association, urging the prohibition of
the manufacture, transportation, and sale of
distilled malt and vinous liquors for beverage
purposes until victory is achieved and the
armed forces of the Nation demobilized, the
date of such demobilization to be fixed by
Presidential proclamation; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

2517. Also, petition of 80 citizens of Law-
rence County, Pa., favoring the passage of
the Senate bill 860, which is designed to keep
liquor from the military camps; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs,

2518 By the SPEAKER: Petition of the Los
Angeles Smelter and Brass Workers Union,
Local 468, Congress of Indusfrial Organiza-
tions, Los Angeles, Calif., petitioning consid-
eration of their resolution with reference to
marketing quota of burley and dark-fired
tobacco; to the Committee on Agriculture.
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The Chaplain, the Very Reverend
Z€Barney T. Phillips, D, D., offered the
following prayer:

Almighty God, who hast made all
things for Thy glory and hast created
man in Thine own image: Help us to dis-
cern with ever-increasing gratitude the
wondrous gifts Thou dost impart through
speech and thought, which, swift as wind
with tempered mood for higher life, pre-
pares us for whatever chance the coming
days may bring.

Do Thou bless and prosper every sacri-
fice we make in the service of our coun-
try, and crown it with the type of spirit-
ual joy that shall countervail all sorrow
and separation and become our perma-
nent possession,

Remove from our midst the shallow
spirit of cynicism which thinks it more
clever to criticize than to cooperate; and
do Thou increase in us day by day the
spirit of loyalty and devotion to our na-
tional ideals, to our President, and all
who share his burden of responsibiiity

‘and leadership. And as we dedicate our

all to Thee, in selfless, loving service, may
every man of us respond unto this chal-
lenging appeal:

“Thou léast thy way to go, thou hast thy
ay

To live: Thou hast thy need of thee to
make

In the hearts of others: Do thy thing:
Yes, slake

The world’s great thirst for yet another
Man!

And be thou sure of this: No other can

Do for thee that appointed thee of God.”

In our Saviour’s Name we ask it. Amen.
THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. BarxrEY, and by
unanimous consent, the reading of the
Journal of the proceedings of the calen-
dar day Monday, March 2, 1942, was dis-
pensed with, and the Journal was
approved.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages in writing from the President
of the United States were communicated
to the Senate by Mr. Latta, one of his
secretaries.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE DURING

ADJOURNMENT

Under authority of the order of the 2d
instant,

The following message from the House
of Representatives was received during
adjournment of the Senate:

That the House had passed the bill
(8. 2198) to provide for the financing of
the War Damage Corporation, to amend
the Reconstruction Finance Corporation
Act, as amended, and for other purposes,
with an amendment, in which it request-
ed the concurrence of the Senate.

That the House had severally agreed
to the amendments of the Senate to the
following bills of the House:

H.R.3761. An act for the rellef of Mrs.
Willie M, Maye;
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H,R.3966. An act for the relief of Estella
King; and

H. R.4401. An act to provide for the estab=
lishment of a commissary or canteen at Glenn
Dale Sanatorlum, Glenn Dale, Md.

That the House had severally agreed to
the amendments of the Senate to the fol-
lowing bills and joint resolution of the
House:

H.R.6291, An act to amend the Merchant
Marine Act, 1936, as amended, to provide for
the coordination of the forwarding and sim-
ilar servicing of water-borne export and im-
port foreign commerce of the United States;

H.R.6375. An act to amend subchapter 2
of chapter 19 of the Code of Law for the Dis-
trict of Columbia;

H.R.6611. An act making appropriations
for the natlonal defense for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1942, and for other purposes;
and

H.J. Res. 248. Joint resclution to direct the
Commissioners of the District of Columbia
and the Public Utilities Commission to make
an Investigation and survey to determine the
feasibility of the construction of subways in
the District of Columbia for both streetcars
and vehicular traffic.

That the House had disagreed to the
amendments of the Senate to the bill
(H. R. 5784) to consolidate the police and
municipal courts of the District of Colum-
bia, and for other purposes, agreed to the
conference asked by the Senate on the
disagreeing votes of the two Houses
thereon, and that Mr. McGeHEE, Mr.
Harris of Arkansas, and Mr, DIRKSEN
were appointed managers on the part of
the House at the conference.

That the House had severally disagreed
to the amendment of the Senate to each
of the following hills of the House, asked
conferences with the Senate on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses there-
on, and that Mr. McGeHEE, Mr. KEOGH,
and Mr. WINTER were appointed man-
agers on the part of the House at the con-
ferences:

H.R.4557. An act for the relief of the
estate of Mrs. Edna B, Crook;

H.R.4665. An act for the rellef of Harry
Kahn; and

H.R.5280. An act for the relief of Mrs,
Eddie A. Schnelder.

That the House had disagreed to the
amendments of the Senate to the bill
(H. R. 5473) for the relief of Allene
Ruhlman and John P, Ruhlman; asked
a conference with the Senate on the
disagreeing votes of the two - Houses
thereon, and that Mr. McGe=HEE, Mr.
KeocH, and Mr. WINTER were appointed
managers on the part of the House at
the conference.

That the House had passed a bill (H. R.
6543) to amend certain provisions of the
Internal Revenue Code relating to the
production of alcohol, in which it re-
quested the concurrence of the Senate.

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESO-
LUTION SIGNED

That the Speaker had affixed his
signature to the following enrolled bills
and jeint resolution, and they were
signed by the Vice President:

8.1782. An act to authorize the payment
of & donation to and to provide for the
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